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No. 3] NEW DELHI, SATURDAY, JANUARY 20, 1973/PAUSA 30, 1894 


vnn d fdn <j«3 dsn fa ^n?ft ? fnnd fa swn d*?** 

Separate paging is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation 

vnn II — 3 — n'T-isms (ii) 

PART II — Section 3 — Sub-section (ii) 

(twt 49TOJ tit dts*7) *nr?r nTtnr fa damdf d>r (dt Tm efosmrodi tit wtttt) 
fafato srrftmfdrf fftrr atm fa or nd ffafrnr tn^sr d>7 srtdimTtd 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India (other 
than the Ministry of Defence) by Central Authorities (other than the Administration of Union 

Territories) 


dV r dr *r rtfatratr 
(tufafa farnnr) 

6 1973 

m. atr. 144. — fa - fa t u ffafar fan tatmrnr) fmr, 
1964 fa 3 ^ m«r fadvr faw is fa fafatw ci) 

fa GFgsrrn *h, fa=*fcr rntm, r— 

(t) anfair fai ar^tfr fa Md?fa*s fa fad 

■RTmrt fa tit if - ftfs t f?dt if Lrafa 
fa ffafafa ftt? of) — 

(1) Trfafi 7707?! dtti TT7T 3-ET aifad fa 73?1 

til m/ha fa tmn ftdr fair n 9T tt sitfa 
JWT 97, anl 

( 2 ) imfa n?tn?l fares ^titt, d fi? apfafa fa ntf 
fad fal giVhr fa dm fa fa, 

til 'sllfall I 


coo idd0 fafa if ft — 

CD ftnl rr?tT?l fare? til tmr, ftfa fan ht tr 
97 sW) mm fa?ffar it, jr^r fn r r fa fafa 
fa fad fa-1 fa faft fa imW fa fa 

fa? TTT fafa d far TTTT 4 fa?T7 UTr^ TT 

^ TtTsfa fa? mtfa fafa fatrfa wra 4 
ttttt, wt fanfa fa iron fa fat r far fa fa 
9T7IT 0OT (TT) fa fafafafa TTfasT fa, ifa? fa 
fair? trayr fa wl, TT 75 fa?T im fatrfa 
97?pr t?d fa TT 7 I 0 far ^ra fakr fa far tr, 
ifa-rfa tr-iTTTrfa farmtl fan fa ^nfa fa, 
3RHTI71 07T imr fa tar fa fa 9T0Ir( JfjfafT 
fat? fa 777511 trd fa ar m o rer i n fafa fa , 

( 2 ) Trdt nrtsfai fares, fa fir sntV fa snfa fafa fa 
tfafa fa ?fa fa fa, fa arr®T7T frtrfa fafa fa fan 

fafa 31 ffaw, 1972 fa fa fal 31 nfa, 1973 

fa qfa nfasr fa 70 fa Trfa fa ffaefa 

tt ifanfa fafa fqq<uft impr m fa nrfa , 

(T) 3l)l ftt' 1 ?! fafa fa ft: 7 rif«f) HTBlfa fart. TOT 4 
fad Tf fa, farad farmfa dfaW fa, fat 
arafa nf fa nfa fa 31 fa ffar fa n iarafa tfa 
far tfa fa dlrmr fa fadr tfarrfa nrrar tfarr fa? 


33 G of I/72—l 
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t&ft fVrrnft ^4 4 4 

31 <f ftrr if ipf'raf *rr ^ 4 3i 4- 

?TT 4 ft , arft 

HO ^ »ft $44?r f fr <tt frrroft ip^r 
T^jt ^ snr if 1 TTffJ - otM srf? w t? 4^t 
ftrSVrr 4 *t (an^rm) fr^rr, 1964 4 n 4 

5?T*F«r JTWTJT ^ I 

HT. 25/7/65-WmT(®3 

«fr. ett. am dVr i 

3 m^ 

(fam is (i) 4^4) 

mw tt/si fanrwrc, io tps, antrrrrr? arf? 

4fat«rT 4? iVrWI 

l. Trrqrtff Tfar; ^pt tit TPr (4Ee ar^nf j^)— 

, 2 . fVrr 4rr 4 ^ — 

3. arfTTR- 4rr 4t «fyr 'amftr — 

(1) am^mfrtr 4 — 

(2) rrarf^r 4% 4 — 

4. wfm- ^fjTTT <0! 4 tt4 3RT WT — 


5. 4Tr^ smrtf, is rf ar*Hrfinr '^fr?ft £ ^447 

YT 4 4Vet TEHTtrrf r! tte ttW 4 aror— 

6. wteixn ; 

4 s - i? tetri' *rs ^urr *irm tf f4 Mw rfar 

(arrem) f^rr, 1964 4 f^rr 18 4 T^fcnrfr CD 4 tf- 

sr^rt 4 anfrr 4t ^tm <4 3 Ft 4 4Trfr 4t w tee^ 

n fl, wkt i 4 5, mfter rres 44 

tptPtttt ffT=T srft frnunr 4 apymR ^4, ttet 4V 4 1 

mtfsr ipETRrc 

Vwtt i. ft f^rnifl 4~ riTwr 4ms Yt tt 4 3et4 tet 
4 1 tt fcrrft ar^r *4iW q5 wet 4 tr4 arrmnqf 

err? ^if^TcTT v 4 fcrfcrfeif zRtrftf'Z 44 i 

fewf"! 2. «rf4 frrW? 4 t*P PiFT ari'WTrT TE TTF - 4 
fcrrrar «rr 4 ‘5874 4 *nr 4 et tptet «4 ?rq- ^ 
44 rrptfVr«rt 4 1 - arftnD? r4 

g 4 44f mrtrfcxr if - anr4 af^r 4 k& r jett 4. i 4 
fYrrnft 4 tkWt wi =enf4H srfr 3r4 44 anfr 
!rt ^riVera- ett «wet iTT»Er ?rr 4 *r4 

t4 htttt rPHET ^p | T tttWtt 9>TTT ^ifo 9 I 
3 t 4 armq^ rt ^r tt^ rWkirr WtR 
4# w tr*r4 4" i 

sr^i wo i , 


SEET f4[i4 TT/,31 ftfESK, 19 TTT, f«)TF WTTffr Tr r^Fffr 
(^T^irN, Ijri, ’Iff, JFT, W-ff Rffff, WtCt) 


to *4 wwrffr w fffffOT 


1 



i4r-?far w I44 t ( 3fr farrr, 
wz, 41t hir *pt ffiw, 
f4r*r ?E<Tf4f4ETt40:34fr 
gfWWJp WWt'T wrfiT vfl) 


wFr Tr sfeTsr itFr 4 HfrFT 
(Vft-jOTWfffff "(*t-*etFw f ' 
'Yiwrt) Vtt4) 


fffA Tir fffffTR Rfff ffW ir ffff 

1 4 fsrff % tp t Sr aTFi-rr 

4 ?Wr =PTT sffirsrrr 

40: w^^rfr Step ^r ww 
TT^r tFt 4tf 4, wrff i 


,i 


•l 


6 


7 


w4r 4t nTCtTr FfPTT'MTflfiiffj^t wptRt ! pt rtt f44r rnfsonrl, 4ff Yrf JTfrfw Sr ffTfrir 

W^lTffT, TJT, FffTPTT ffTT SET TT (f4TFff°TW 2 4.^ 4^4 si! FffM^fft (TPT 

!IEpqT|T5l) 44 Err s44/fTTT sftrrr) 

^444 Sr 44 t # pf t 3rm/ 
hit, 4VFt (T<Tr D J 
TTrfDT ^rf4/KiECTl 4, sfs 4J4 
4, aw TTOTfr Sops srr rNtr) 

(^iTTr r-iH- E l h ^i i 5 Rt ) 

8 .9 10 11 12 


fTCrrETTr 



ffElsr. FTTWT 

fitTpir : — ( i) Tff i w 0 % jptTft fpnr “tjt” bet 4 wm rTJ44 w ffTnjrrff tt 4 httPeet t4 FttF wtFst It Ptt ut Fttt 

TTfw RTCTr Fpttt ffr4r ffirn t^t ttFr4t ?)tt i rwFT, mr totat rEqfrr m Tjr 44 btFor 4 44jtpt gYir t F^TPr wcrrfFr 
4w % ttt«t strain: ^itr fffi 4r qf pt et tj 1 4t tt44 ttt, Tit ^ wpr^rFcwr ?r tt 4V4ffrrF4rwr, ■tittc % 

4tW t 4 TTfSppffT STT FrrffK fSTT fffTT, W ETTR 4 sFbTT FeTT 3TRT 'ffrfjnr I 

( 2) E'ER 10 4 f4Rf4f4rT ffftrT fartr TTff ^444 — 

(<p) srft tew Or itt q^r set 44t t 4 pf rj fffr 44 tptt =fr f44 wm »i4tt tt 5fTF4EEr; 

(u) rffirt irr sKr wFttt # nf 4, ffirt 3rm f?r ttFitt wtep 44; 40 

(ir) tut tp#t 4m, tit tt M=nm sttt pT rr t4 W ttte 44t 4t 4 wmEr *pt mom jjot i 



Sec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 20, 1973/PAUSA 30, 1894 163 

ATOTO TOo 2 

TO pRffR qr/31 fTOETRfE, 19 TOA, ATOA ArfETOTOT TOT frlW 

( 1 ) 3 ata TOF ^rfiEprf TO wRpf at toes a3e tTO AfTOstA I 

( 2 ) fwro, for aa ere aVe fTOFTOmTO (3TO w<?r, AfrowFfRt, Fstoae, ?rrfe) i 

TO« FTOaew ertoF, ae aiF< et tor to aFs atoTO tor TO totTO | toF Ftoto =totota totFae ar fA'TET'Tl 

wFeTOTOT rarfY % TOE 4 AlftTO (TO TOETET 

tor aVe totot aFe toeeteF TOtoe 

% ?tpt 2 wr tosa 

1 ? .3-4 5 G 7 

toteFtot 5«twk 


famir i : err 7 TO, FtoItoa TORro?H?r *tft torto aFaatr ^toeF to eF si fEAtt wit frofTOferi to toi toetot $ 1 
fe^tm 2 : "^roifiaTO” tots TO asetO TOtoe stto tort tor aFe aTO aFTOato f 1 


ASA 3 

OTTO frojfar to/ 31 (SEREE, 19 TOE TOTOA TOTOfTO TO fTOTOETO 

aaTOo JTTO^rTOtR atoeto to tot froa'i Sr arte toFs atoto tor TO to ?F At, \m Ottto aer Afros eF to 4, At ; t fsTOtTOTO 

TO AA El SETOAT TO STOT TO, AtHe % TOR TO, TOAET TOR EF ERATO TORPA ErFiTTO 
TOTOTfETOFTO, ATpTO E ERA TOTOET EEftTO ATOT TP-TT ETEETEr EtTOTOT $ 

ERd TO EJFT aFe/at fSAETOt ETTA TOEfTO TM'S 

ef aiePst tot Ftto toe jet 

ERR 

1 2 3^ _ 4 5 6 

ETlftaT ^ETTWE 


FeATO 1 : ^ET ASA Jr ?TO TOT tft AiATO TOTTOETEt St 3 THV,— (e) TOTOSt ETOTfTOR 4 % TORE (fTO TOT ) ; (tST) RTO% EtTaR TO EF RTSF 

aFe ?tr eFatoF ejtoa ERT Etroror er; to 3te ei totto to ?f (jw »jfa) ; (to) (i) «Tte TOiftqt (ii) eeee/ tor eetrFeto ; 

( iii) ^.r^iX (JWfaWT) AiTOFTOETOE, (iv) ^TOT/tfJTOTTOTTO/i-EfrfroTOTO TO A*Fe ET$ AR ^TOl SETA fV-TTOf TO5TO ATTO-ATOTO 

1000, eta ee f*rfroro t; (to) $Ttotot tototto to atTOtottoT, tTO fro tort, toTOto, tore % tototo toTto, toe^TOt '^ r Ftoto TOtoto 
EITOfrr O TO TOTOt TOT TOT, fTOTOEfTO TOtTOTO ATOTO-ATOTO 1 0 0 0 TOTTO TO TOTO J, TOTOfJET TOT TO t?f TOTST TOTtT I 

Wro 2 : etoto s TO, to? TOrorofuR Itoto, toto; Fto wr etettFto toto, {TOetett, totto % stet tot attotot atto.t to! to4 tot ? 

farm 3 '. ETOA 6 TO, fafTOTO ERTOTOfTEt TOt TOWTO TOT TO$ TOTOET TOT TOT TO f fETOti TO ERfSR fTOfTO^JTf TOt TOTOj I 

5HR ETi> 4 


TOTOTO fajjfEf! TOT,/ 3 1 ^TECCSTC, 19 TOP TOlTOTO TOTm RlTOfTOTOli eTOe AFTOR fTOFsTTOT TT fTOTOOTO 
TfiaETo TOtTOT TOTfTOfTOTOt ■ toFTOr fTOfTOTOt 

totSwFTOg TOFtottototoTOTtott TOEttsretotot/ totFw aTtowt FTOftJTOT to? ato aRtthto FtototoTO TOR TO JTO FlRfTOTr (toFto ato 

EftETOTfTOEfFTOT TOTTO TOfETOTOTOTOT TOTO sftlTOTOTO TOTO TOTOTOE/ETto fETOtTO ATO TO TOaT fpiT ptr ARtTOTO ^ Alt TO 

TTTErer TOTEtTTO TOTO ETOTA TOo fao/Ao Ac TOeFETT/TO^T aFtoATEF AA-TOR FtoTOT-T ?T TOT AETOTOEF 

fTO° TTORT TOo STET toTO TOf ?T aFE TO'TOTOT ^ ATOArE ATTlt 

tjet% totto TO ''j.TO TOt t;to etoto TO toFtoto 

wfTOroiA toTO mfrw fipfT ^iTO atF?^ i) 

1 2 _ 3 __ _ 4 _j_ G 7_ 3_ 9 10 

ATETOto (TESTAE 

5 

OTir fTOTOfe TOE / 3 1 feTME, 1 9 TOTE t^uit ktIe AR TOrFTOTTOf TOTO FtoTOEA 

^T.TTETo ETOTA TOtoSTE TOT TOTA AtE TOTOT TOtFaETO ETOTOTO TOETO TOFT TORTO^TE % ATtt fE-TFroTOf 1 

ETTETOto 

1 _ _ 2 3 __ 4 5 6 

TT-’lA ERiTK 


ItRA 1 : T3EnEt At gTOAEfTO-AER Aff At, AT TOTOt APT At TOfE'TF«.ER'f TOT 1000 ETTOT, SR’! TO TO TOt At TOR ?T, TO AOAA TO ?f TOIaaFaTO 
to?t Ftort atet i 

Vera 2 : etoa g TO, etwa AifstrorTET TO at nt ajat, toFto TOrt ?;r, tot toTO tot aF FetotTO a ate TO arateF TOF toF apt i 
IFatoa 3 ; “TOfEErfaRt" ERA TO eteatet TOtoa stet tototo Fato toto tototo aFe aTO aFaTOto I I 

fsiTOA 4 : Itotoeto TO toetotoeT TOtoaF aF tototor FtoFavt TO 1 XTE aFe aFtoto toto TOr aTO Fa (tototo aTe tort aTO % aitoa ettoF TO Fast) atoteF aeF- 
toto % fTOrr aFtoa ato, aria toto FtoaFto aeTO TO Fad; aFtoa ato, Air's, Afo a° FtoFa TO aitoa at to tot TOFtot toFat aFaFatoF aFe 

ATTOfAA fTO^TOlf TE TOAR, AfrAfETO fAA TOTE AtF?a | 
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CABINET SECRETARIAT 
(Department of Personnel) 

New Delhi, the 6th January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 144. — In pursuance of sub-rule (1) of rule 18 of the 
Central Civil Services (Conduct) Rules, 1964, read with 
Note III thereto, the Central Government hereby — 


(d) also directs that every such return shall be handled 
as secret document and the provisions of rule 11 
of the Central Civil Services (Conduct) Rules, 1964, 
shall, as far as may be, apply thereto. 

[No. 25/7/65-Ests(A)] 
P, S. VENKATESWARAN, Under Secy. 

THE SCHEDULE 
LSee Rule 18(1)] 


(a) prescribes the forms specified in the Schedule to 

this Order, as the forms in which the return re- 
ferred to in the said rule shall be submitted by — - 

(i) every Government servant, on his first appointment 

after the date of issue of this Order to any 
service or post, and 

(ii) every Government servant who is in service on 

the date of issue of this order; 

(b) directs that — 

(i) the first return in respect of a Government servant 

on his first appointment to any service or post 
shall be as on the date of such appointment and 
shall be submitted within three months from that 
date and every such return, after the first, shall 
bo submitted as on, and by, the date specified 
in clause (c) in respect .of returns after the first 
return, provided that if the interval between the 
date of submission of the first return and the 
date on which a subsequent return is due is less 
than six months, the latter return need not be 
submitted; 

(ii) the first return in respect of every Government 

servant who is in service on the date of issue of 
(his order, shall be as on the 31st December, 
1972 and specifies the 3 1st day of March, 1973, 
as the date oh or before which such return shall 
be submitted; 

(c) further directs that every Government servant shall 

submit such returns, alter the first, at an interval 
of live years, on or before the 31st day of March 
of the year immediately following the year to 
which the return relates and every such return 
shall be as on the 31st day of December of the year 
immediately preceding the said 3 1st dav of March; 
and 


RETURN OF ASSETS AND UAB1UT1ES ON FIRST 
APPOINTMENT/ AS ON THE 3 1ST DECEMBER, 19 

1. Name of the Government servant in full (in block 
letters ) — 

2. Service to which he belongs — - — 

3. Total longth of service upto date— . 

(i) in Non-gazetted rank — — — 

(ii) in Gazetted rank — — 

4. Present post held and place of posting' — 

5 Total annual income from all sources during the Calen- 
dar year immediately preceding the 1st day of Janu- 
ary, 19 — — 

6. Declaration 

I hereby declare that the return enclosed namely, Forms 

1 to V, are complete, true and correct as on . 

to the best of my knowledge and belief, in respect 
of information due to be furnished by me under 
the provisions of sub-rule (1) of rule 18 of iho 
Central Civil Services (Conduct) Rules, 1964. 

Dalt — — — — — 

Signature 


Note 1. This return shall contain particulars of all assets and 

liabilities of the Government servant, either in his 

own name or in the name of any other person. 

Note 2. If a Government servant is a member of Hindu Un- 

divided Family with co-parcenary rights in the pro- 
ertics of the family either as a ‘Karta’ or as a mem- 
er, he should indicate in the return in Form No, I 
the value of his share in such property and where 
it is not possible to indicate the exact value of such 
share, its approximate value, Suitable explanatory 
notes may he added, wherever necessary. 


FORM NO. I 

STATEMENT OF IMMOVABLE PROPERTY ON FIRST APPOINTMENT/AS ON THE 31ST DECEMBER, 19 
(e.g. Lands, Houses, Shops, Other Buildings, etc.) 


S. Description of 
No. property 

Precise location (Name 
of District, Division, 
Taluk and Village in 
which the Property is 
situated and also its 
distinctive number, 

etc.) 

Aroa of Land (in 
case of land and 
Buildings) 

Nature of land (in 
case of landed pro- 
perty) 

Extent of In- 
terest 

If not in own name, 
state in whose name 
held, and his/her rela- 
tionship, if any, to 
the Govt, servant 

~1 2 

3 

4 

S 

_ 6 

7 


Date of acquisi- How acquired ? (whether by pur- Value of the Particulars of san- Total Annual income Remarks 

lion chase, mortgage, leaso, mlicri- property (see ctlon of prescribed from the property 

fence, gift or otherwise) and name Note 2 below) authority, if any 
with details of norson/persons 
from whom acquired, (address 
and connection of the Govt, 
servant, if any, with the person/ 
persons concerned) (Please see 
Note 1 below) 

8 9 ~ 10 11 12 ~ Ef~ 


Date Signature 

Note;— (1) For purpose of Column 9, the term “lease” would mean a lease of immovable property from year to year or for 
any term exceeding one year or reserving a yearly rent. Where, however, the lease of immovable property is obtained 
from a person having official dealings with the Government servant', such a lease should be shown in this Column irres- 
pective of the term of the lease, whether it is short term or long term, and the periodicity of the payment of rent. 

(2) In Column 10 should be shown — 

(a) where the property has beon acquired by purchase, mortgage, or lease, the price or premium paid for such acquisition • 

(b) where it has been acquired by lease, the total annual rent thereof also; and 

(c) where the acquisition is by inheritance, gift or exchange, the approximate value of the property so acquired 
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FORM NO. II 

STATEMENT OF LIQUID ASSETS ON FIRST APPOINTMENT/AS ON THE 3 1ST DECEMBER, 19 

(1) Cash and Bank balances exceeding 3 month’s emoluments. 

(2) Deposits, loans advanced and investments (such as shares, securities, debentures, etc.). 


s. 

No. 

Description Name and address of 

Company, Bank, 

etc. 

Amount 

If not hr own name, name 
and address of person in 
whose name held and his / 
her relationship with the 
Government servant 

Annual income 
derived 

Remarks 

1 

2 3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Date . , 




Signature 




Note ]. In column 7, particulars regarding sanctions obtained or report made in respect of the various transactions may be given. 

Note 2. The term “emoluments” means the pay and allowances received by the Government servant. 

FORM NO. HI 

STATEMENT OF MOVABLE PROPERTY ON FIRST APPOINTMENT/AS ON THE 31ST DECEMBER, 19 . 

S. Description of items Price or value at the time of If not in own name, name How acquired with Remarks 

No. acquisition and/or the total pay- and address of the person approximate date of 

ments made up to the date of in whose name and his / acquisition 

return, as the case may be, in her relationship with the 
case of articles purchased on Government servant 
hire-purchase or instalment basis 

2 3 4 5 6 


Date Signature 

Note 1, In this Form information may be given regarding items like (a) jewellery owned by him (total value); (b) silver and other 
precious metals and precious stones owned by him not forming part of jewellery' (total value) ; (c) (i) Motor Cars, (ii) Scooters / 
MotorCycles, (iii) refrigerators/air-conditioners, (iv) radios/radiograms/tclcvision sets and any other articles, the value of 
which individually exceeds Rs. 1000/-, (d) value of items of movable property individually worth less than Rs. 1000/-, 
other than articles of daily use such as clothes, utensils, books, crockery, etc., added together as lumpsum. 

Note 2. In column 5, may be indicated whether the property was acquired by purchase, inheritance, gift or otherwise. 

Note 3. In column 6 particulars regarding sanction obtained or report made in respect of various transactions may be given. 

FORM NO. IV 

STATEMENT OF PROVIDENT FUND AND LIFE INSURANCE POLICY ON FIRST APPOINTMENT/AS ON THE 

3 1ST DECEMBER, 19 , 


Insurance Policies Provident Funds 

— — — — — — — — — — — " - * y / ~ — ■ ■■ -■ 1 — 1 ■ ■ 1 

S. Poilcy No. Name of Sum Insu- Amount Type of Closing balance Contribu- Total 

No. and date Insurance red/dato of of annual Provident as last reported tions made 

of policy Company maturity premium Funds/ by the Audit/ subsequently 

G.P.F ./ Accounts Officer 

C.P.F. along with date 

Account No. of such balance 


I 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 



8 



9 


— . — -p 

Remarks (if there 
is dispute regard- 
ing colsing balance 
the figures accor- 
ding to the 
Government ser- 
vant should also 
be mentioned in 
this column.) 

10 


Date Signature 

FORM NO. V 

STATEMENT OF DEBTS AND OTHER LIABILITIES ON FIRST APPOINTMENT/AS ON THE 31ST DECEMBER, 19 . 

S. No. Amount Name and Addross of Date of incurring Details of Transaction Remarks 

Creditor Liability 

1 2 3 4 5 6 


Date Signature 

Note 1. Individual items of loans not exceeding three months emoluments or Rs. 1,000/- whichever is less, need not be included. 

Note 2, In column 6, information regarding permission, if any, obtained from or report made to the competent authority may also 
be given. 

Note 3. The term ‘'emoluments” means Pay and allowances received by the Government servant, 

Note 4. The statement should also include various loans and advances available to Government servants like advance for pur- 
chase of conveyance. House building advance, etc. (other than advances of pay and travelling allowance), advances from the 
n P, Fund, and loans on Life Insurance Policies and fixed deposits. 
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Hf 9 1973 

anrtkr 

®5T. OT. 145.— WRT 3ff , 
1946 (1940 yiT 25) yff UTTT 0 4 TTTy 'rflTT WT7T 5 ft TT- 

tTm (i) fw 1 5r T^r yrfyryf yy nym yrrrt ^ fynyy 
irftr tt^t trryy? ft tnnTTy tf, yfkfy Tmyrn, pit^'Tttt, 
yrf*rr arfyfryy ft »Tm 3 Tf amortr am/ yrt r? 1 art? 
STTlf tTW mft a-Fi^ff lf“ T THlIArr 4TTTTT HFW 4 T[5 

rtymy/yrrMy; fy-ym ft srfir^iw' (i) tr. 25/12/62-r rtf 
st-l TTyfyi lH-2-1963-(2) tf. 25/3/60-^. rtf. rtf-2 'hrrfyi 
1-4-1964, (3) tt\ 25/9 / 64‘T. rtf. ft. FTTi fa> 1-9-1904, (4) 
A. 228/1/65, y. ft. ft. ~2 3-2-1 965, (5) tf. 228/4 / 06 

1?, rtf. ft. -2 Cl) 23-12-1906, (G) IT. 2!i/i/u<). rtf. rtf.-2 

fc;yfyj 21-11-1967. (7) ft. 22!i/3 / 06-T- rtf. rtf. (2) fyrfyi 
10-7-1970, (8) ft. 228/7/65-13- rtf. gf.-2 fyrTTJ 13-7-1970, 
(9) ft. 22S/fi/67-^. rtf. rtf.-2 15-7-1970 3{f? (10) 

ft. 288/ll/fl7 (1) q. rtf. rt.-2 3-9-1970 ft »FTrf m 

yjpg armyf rt arrtyy 4 f?ru fy?rtt qfytr fr^fr tyrrrr 4 
TTytyf yf JfrfrttFTt 3ff? ^fy/flTTy? TT ryV TOTT 

ft fWT7 TT?yff ft- :— 

(TO (1) HTTTT^T ^5 tfffTT, I860 (1860 TT 45) yff WTTRT 
124TJ, 161, 162, 163, 164. 165, 165-13, 160, 167, 
168, 169, nift 17H3T>, 182, 193, 196, 197, 198, 
109, 200, 201, 201, 211, 218, 231, 232, 233, 234. 

235, 236, 237, 238, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 

245, 240, 247, 248, 249, 250, 251, 252, 253, 254, 

255, 256, 257, 258, 259, 200, 261, 262, 263, 20343, 
379, 380, 381, 382, 384, 385, 386, 387, 388, 389, 

403, 406, 407, 408, 409, 411, 412, 413,, 414, 417, 

413, 419, 420, 465, 466, 467, 468, 471, 472, 473, 

474, 475, 476, 477-3, 489*4?, 489kf, 489-tff, 489-rtf, 

489-? c , 500, 502, art? 506 4 artffy ipi^fk army, 

(2) fmm arfytrw, 1947 (1947 yr 2) 4 
a?#r iprrtfy army , 

(3) mrer rsjr 3rfyryyfrf, 1902 err y?r£ amrfr 
yyr3 H3 HltT HIT PTyyf 4 arrtfr 

army ; 

(4) anm oh fryfy (Tkysrrr) arfyfryy, 1947 
1947 yy 18) yf 3TtfoT rtfa army ; 

(5) frtykff q^r fyfrmr arfyfryrr, 1947 (1947 tt 71 
4 ar#T ytng-rtfy army , 

CO) ymfrer sw-y? arfyurry isos ( isqh tt 0) yff 

yrmf 51 ; 52, 55 art? 56 4 3 rrtrr ycrrrtfy army 1 

(7) Tmrff arftTfyyiT, 1956 (1956 TT 1) yff tlTTOr 

03, 68, 116, 538, 539, 540, 541, 542, 628. 629, 

art/ 630 rt anffr yo^rthr army ; 

(8) rtwr arfiTf-TTry, 103a 0 93a tti) 4 ymy 104, 

arn 105 rt yrtfy arorry , 

(9) ynrrtfcr 'ToWiy yimfrym arfyfyyy, 1923 (1923 
q5T 19) rt arfrty q'ffS'^r army , 

do) iiTHry imirtf artyt-ryir 1955 (1955 yr 10) yr 

•jto/ 7 art( y rt arrtrtr army , 


(11) g^arty (fq^rw yy krtryy) yf yfyyy , 1951 
(1951 qrr 65) yirr 24 ft yy-ym (1) 4 
(3) 4 arrtty ywrrtk army ; 

(12) yirrtrtr rtym rtrthn'p artytyyy, 1933 4 artfrtr 
yrrrrtrtr army ; 

(13) rtrfmro-cR (arrty *frnrr) aftyhyiT, 1950 (i960 
qrt 74) 4 arrtry ^*rtiy army ; 

(14) rtnrt y^r? (arrt^ ^70) artyffryy, 1955 (1955 
=kt 51) 4 arrtrtr w=#r army , 

(15) ymrty arfykm, 1885 ciess nr ia> 

*rJ «m 27 ^ y#T ^rs-rtrtr army ; 

(16) rttn-?[^ arfyfrtyrr, 1962 (1902 52) ^ yirnf 

132, 133, 134, 135, art? 136 4 anfty 
army , 

G 7 ) *m yy (w irfar) arfkfyyy, 1920 (1920 
34) yrn 3 !frt yr-ym (3) 4 m qfsrr 
wrnfly w yy kiyyi^rrt, 1950 4 ryw g ^ arrtrtr 
^ftm army , 

( 18 ) yy qrfkrrcrr arfyffryy, 1939 (icce yr 

is) yrt ym 5 4 arrtfy army 1 

(19) yr^ny airtyf-Tyr, 1934 (1934 yr 22) ft Ttirnr 
6, 10, 11, 3 rtr 12 4 arrtry art? ^rtyy aitytyyy 
yrt umrt 5, 7, 8, 8-0, yr 8-rtt 4 arrtrtr m? rr 
?Vrrt «rt km 4 arrtrtr army , 

(20) aifykm, 1940 (1946 yr 3i) ft ym 14 

4 arrtrtr army ■/ 

(21) arrtrtr arfyfmnr, 1370 (1878 y 1) ^ mu s ^ 

anfrtr yT^rthr army 1 

(22) ufyy? artyy arfykrrpr, 1930 (1930 yr 2) yrt 

amrt 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20 art? 

• 21 4 arrtrtr yn^frtr army , , 

(23) anw? arrtrtrtmr, i96i Ciooi yrr 43) ft 9T?rr 

277 art? 278 4 arJrtr 3rmy , 

(24) art? mrp aityfmry, 1944 
(1944 yy 1) ft mw l 9 art? 17 arrtrtr y trg rti ' y 
army , 

(25) yrts rftrfrfyrr affyfrtyy, 1950 (1950 yy 43) 
ft ymy 31 3if7 32 arrtrtr TtrgTf^r army ; 

(26) yfyi yfyfyrtyry- arryfyyy, 1951 (1951 yy 43) 
yrt wnrf 128, 120, 134 art? 136 ^ arihy T'^fry 
army art? ; 

(27) o im artfyfyyy, 1007 -(1967 yy-i&) yrt yrrr 12 
4 amrtr Tj-vzftftr army , art? 

OT) yyriyy yy-rt?rrra . (yy ft yyo? army! ft 
ft fyrrtt rtr army y? rtrty »rt yyy? yy?l Tfrtfyy yy?y, 
yyirfy art? yyyy yyr rtrt r? myf tf yrmr tp 1 rttrt rtf 
yyrtyr^f 4 yfrnT Trtryr my yrtf arm aromy 1 

[tr. 288/3/71-13. rtt. rtf. 2] 
rtf. rtf, yyyrrtf, an? yfyy 
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New Delhi, the 9th January, 1973 
ORDER 


17. Offences punishable under rule 6 of the Indian Pass- 
port Rules, 1950 read wilh sub-section (3) of 
section 3 of the Passport (Entry into India) Act, 
1920 (34 of 1920); 


S.O. 145. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
sub-section (1) of section 5, read with section 6, of the Delhi 
Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (25 of 1946), the 
Central Government, with the consent of the Government 
of the Stale of Himachal Pradesh, hereby extends to the 
State of Himachal Pradesh the powers and jurisdiction of 
the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment for 
the investigation of certain offences, speified in the notifi- 
cations of the Government of India in the Ministry of Home 
AffairS/Departmcnt of Personnel (i) No. 25/12/62-AVD T, 
dated the 1 8th February, 1963, (ii) No. 25/3/60-AVD II, 
dated the 1st April, 1964 (iii) No. 25/9/64-AVD, dated the 
1st September, 1964, (iv) No. 228/1 /65(i)AVD II, dated the 
8th February, 1965, (v) No. 228/4/66-AVD 11 (1), dated the 
23rd December, 1966 (vi) No. 25 /4/64-AVD1I, dated the 21st 
November, 1967, (vii) No. 228/3 /66-AVD (II), dated the 
10th Inly, 1970 (vfii) No. 228/7/65-AVD (II), dated the 
13th July, 1970, (ix) No. 228/6/67-AVD IT, dated the 15th 
July, 1970 and (x) No. 228 /II 767- A VDH TI, dated the 3rd 
September, 1970, issued under section 3 of the said Act. 
and mentioned in the Schedule hereto annexed : — 


* THE SCHEDULE 

(a) 1. Offences punishable under sections 124A, 161, 162, 
163, 164 165. 165A, 166, 167, 168, 169, 171E, 
171H, 182, 193, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 204, 
211, 218, 231, 232, 233, 234, 235, 236, 237, 238, 

239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 

249, 250, 251, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256, 257, 258, 

259, 260, 261, 262, 263, 263A, 379, 380, 381, 382, 
384, .385, 386. 387, 388, 389, 403, 406, 407, 408, 

409, 411, 412, 413, 414, 417, 418, 419, 420, 465. 

466. 467, 468, 471, 472, 473, 474, 475, 476, 477A, 
489A, 489B, 489C, 489D, 489K, 500, 502. and 
503 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (45 of 1860) ; 


18. Offences punishable under section 5 of the Registra- 

tion of Foreigners Act, 1939 (16 of 1939); 

19. Offences punishable under sections 6, 10, 11 and 12 

of the Aircraft Act, 1934 (22 of 1934) and under 
any rules made under sections 5, 7, 8, 8A, or 8B 
of the said Act; 

20. Offences punishable under section 14 of the Foreigners 

Act, 1946 (31 of 1946); 

21. Offences punishable under section 9 of the Opium 

Act, 1878 (1 of 1878); 

22. Offences punishable under sections 10, 11, 12, 13, 

14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20 and 21 of the Dangerous 
Drugs Act, 1930' (2 of 1930); 

23. Offences punishable under sections 277 and 278 of 

the Income Tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961); 

24. Offences punishable under sections 9 and 17 of the 

Central Excises and Salt Act, 1944 (1 of 1944); 

25. Offences punishable under sections 31 and 32 of the 

Representation of the people Act, 1950 (43 of 

1950 ); 

26. Offences punishable under sections 128. 129, 134 

and 136 of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 (43 of 1951); 

27. Offences punishable under section 12 of the Pass- 

port Act, 1967 (15 of 1967); and 

(b) attempts, abetments and conspiracies in relation to, 
or in connection with, any of the offences mention- 
ed in sub-paragraph (a) and any other offence com- 
mitted in (he course of the same transaction aris- 
ing out of the same facts. 


2, Offences punishable under the Prevention of Cor- 

ruption Act, 1947 (2 of 1947); 

3. Offences punishable under (he Defence of India Act, 

1962 and the Defence of India Rules framed there- 
under; 


[No. 228/3 /71-AVD II) 
B. C. VANJANI, Under Secy. 

RTCsT Tfidt^W atruW 


4. offences punishable under the Imports and Exports 

(Control) Act, 1947 (18 of 1947); 

5. Offences punishable under the Foreign Exchange 

Regulation Act, 1947 (7 of 1947); 

6. Offences punishable under sections 51, 52, 55 and 

56 of the Indian Post Office Act, 1898 (6 of 1898); 

7. Offences punishable under sections 63, 68, 116, 538, 

539, 540, 541, 542, 628. 629 and 630 of the 
Companies Act, 1956 (1 of 1956); 

8- Offences punishable under sections 104 and 105 
of the Insurance Act, 1938 (4 of 1938); 

9. Offences punishable under the Indian Official Secrets 
Act, 1923 (19 of. 1923); 


10. Offences punishable under sections 7 and 8 of the 

Essential Commodities Act, 1955 (10 of 1955); 

11. Offences punishable under clause (iii) of sub-section 

(i) of section 24 of the Industries (Development and 
Regulation) Act, 1951 (65. of 1931); 


12. Offences punishable under the Indian Wireless Tele- 
graphy Act, 1933 (17 of 1933); 


13. Offences punishable under the Telegraph Wires (Un- 

lawful Possession) Act, 1950 (74 of 1950); 

14. Offences punishable under the Railway Stores (Un- 

lawful Possession) Act, 1955 (51 of 1955); 

15. Offences punishable under section 27 of the Indian 

Telegraph Act, 1885 (13 of 1885); 


16. Offences punishable under sections 132, 133, 134. 
135 and 136 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 

1962); 


T? 1 29 1972 

*117. 3tT. 146. — TT:, friohn SfFrfr TT FFTTUTT ST iPff 

if fr ettr r3r ^ fero ffftj T-TTfurrir (t/rr. ?ft.) 

tdhiVr-e^r tjvud enpf Toft TmftTTR ?ft o^rr ?rr?r, 90 , 
^ ^f. fi, A tjur 'hfs ffm, ff-^ft ^ 

srhrfWr i%i ctmt frr#T he fcurrrf 
-serif furfrff ^rf jet 
TT ft if 3TW?T u? 

Sffu ^TTT:, TOf if, 3Tf FTKUTT fsrtf 

vffif iff, aouft enFfrcm fenj Tfr sttut amrr 

ffirf ?T<ff if, 3tfV, ■frrifnr tt tff 

R-ETWff iNJT fn tJEFfi ffHT 5TT 3THWTT ^ teTT) fftff 
- T*fftcT TTUff HT 

3HT:, 3HL TTcl 3^/frprm- WO 1CHT 4 if 

frrfTT armfr gw ftp; sfl 

fTrft FTTff 4 TT fanft FUH Efft UHT 3FTTT faWFf 

4 rtf vn4 aifr rff 4 fYru wpjV aft 
erfw $ ftfr ^4 tff *rarafsr <£ firriVrr gttqrr 

TTffT t I 

Tfr. frceft-vlF R./7/7I (2)3 

’ft. tpf. RIT^TjI, Rt?TEf 



168 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 20 1973/PAUSA 30, 1894 [Part II— 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
New Delhi, the 29th December, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 146. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shrl Hanna Lai, 90, Gall No. 5, T, Hut, Than Singh 
Nagar, Karol Bagh, New Delhi, a contesting candidate for 
election to the House of the People from 7-Karol Bagh 
(SC) Parliamentary Constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses as required by the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made there- 
under; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Panna Lai to be disqualified for beinjj chosen as and 
for being a member of cither House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No, DL-HP/7/71(2)] 
By Order, 

B. N. BHARDWAJ, Secy. 


and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for the failure. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Chakradhar Roy to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. WB-LA/28/72C14)] 


New Delhi, the 6th January, 1973 

S.O. 148. — In pursuance of section 106 of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Commission 
hereby publishes the Order dated the 18th October, 1972 
of the High Court of Punjab and Haryana in Election Petition 
No. 2 of 1972. 

[No. 82/PB/2/71] 
By Order, 

A. SEN, Secy. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 
AT CHANDIGARH 


30 ynwn, 1972 


CIVIL ORIGINAL SIDE 


3Tpyr 


Election Petition No. 2 of 1971 


«KT. 311. 147. — T7T:, afUlt 3 ! *ET TUmTET TTT 

y 1972 ^ criWft y?TFr TTHT 9> fern 

frof-d d q? faro 28-<iq J M vucf- srsl’ 

W13T LET, TPT rUlT 3UfnT? aM-tft, farT 
ifoflvi q; ! , Typ# vrfo 

1951 W1 crftfrr ^ fW tJTTT 3Ept ?dqfVT 


S. Baldcv Singh son of S, Mukand Singh resident of 
village Mauran, Tehsil and District Sangrur at present C/o 
S. Surjit Singh, Education Minister Punjab, Chandigarh. 

Petitioner 


VERSUS 


1. Shri Teja Singh Swatantar, M.P. 118-C, East Moti 
Bagh, New Delhi-7, 

2. Shri Harnnm Singh Chanrak, Ex. M.L.A, resident of 
village Lohat Baddi, Tehsil Malerkotla, District Sangrur. 


3tiV, TrE, RW d wflqqu W <4,-9 q| TEt 

97 iff, STpft fTT 3HP6>I9T ^ qnUT 3WT 

fcrUT f, 3TtV, T’H'-lhH 3119^1 9T TS EUmiFT 
rpn ^ y REDf! 9BT ?rr SUIT kidl ^ fRE ’Ey H <-1 f'-m 
qnuir tt r# f. 


3T7T: m, R9rT 9^ UTTT 10-91 9? 3TRTTUT tT 

Pd9f-9'f 3nqf<l tfd^sJKT RW “ift T9n“17 TFT 9>t « « 9 9? 

yift iff BT=T 9? W yrft TUT ^ yWTTDIT amt yUTT 
9prqr Ruf 3tiV frW ^ fTT 30^1 

Tn^T #t 9^ 9^ TrmrPy 9? Phe Prrfyr TiPm 


91TTT ^ 1 


fTf. 9". T.-y. TT./28/72(14)I 

4", 

9". ITT. IpF, <H?d 9 


3. Lt. Gen. Harbax Singh, G.O.C. Retd, resident oT Dhuri 
Gate, Sangrur. 

4. Shri Mangal Sain, Municipal Commissioner. Dhuri 

District Sangrur. Respondents. 

Petition under the provisions of Part VI, Chapter II, 
Sections 80, 81 and 101 of the Representation of People 
Act, 1951 praying that the election of Respondent No. 1 
be declared to be void and the petitioner be declared to 
have been duly elected under clause (c) of the Section 98 
of the Representation of Peoples Act, 1951, 

The 18th October, 1972 

PRESENT: 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Gurdcv Singh. 

For the Petitioner. — Sh. A. S. Saihadi, Advocate with Sh. 
N. S. Bhatia, Advocate. 

For the Respondents.- — Sh. Meja Singh Sandhu, Advocate 
with Shri Gurnam Singh Tir, Advocate for respondent 
No, 1. 


New Delhi, the 30th December, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 147.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Chakradhar Roy, Village & P.O. Kbalsi District 
West. Dinaipur, West Bengal, a contesting candidate toi 
election to the West Bengal Legislative Assembly front 28- 
Raiganj constituency, held in March, 1972 has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses as required by the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidate even after the due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 


JUDGMENT 

The petitioner S. Baldcv Singh was one of the contestants 
for Parliamentary seat from “12-Sangrur Parliamentary 
Constituency” in Punjab. As a result of the poll that took 
place on 5th March, 1971 he was defeated by S. Teia Singh 
Swatantar, respondent No. 1, by a margin of 210 votes. 
The votes polled by the various candidates were as follows:— 


1. S. Teja Singh Swatantar 1,15,708 

2. S. Baldev Singh 1,15,498 

3. Lt. Gen. Harbax Singh 33,638 

4. Shri Mangal Sain 2,285 
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The counting took place on 12th March, 1971 at Sangrur 
'The petitioner asked for recount but his prayer was rejected 
by the Returning Officer. This election petition has been 
preferred by Baldev Singh challenging the election of res- 
pondent Teja Singh Svvatantar. Besides claiming that the 
election of the successful candidate was void, he prays 
that under Section 98(c> of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951 he be declared to have been duly elected as on 
proper scrutiny and recount of the votes it will be found 
that the counting was improper and dishonest and in fact, 
he was the candidate by whom highest number of votes 
had been polled. He charged the counting staff with bias 
against him and the Akali Party of which he was the 
official candidate, dishonesty in counting of votes and 
breach of the rules concerning the scrutiny and counting. 

Respondent No. 1, Teja Singh Swatantar, who alone con- 
tested this petition, vehemently denied these allegations 
and maintained that the counting was fair, impartial and 

in accordance with rules. Besides complaining that the 
allegations regarding unfair counting, illegal acceptance and 
wrongful rejection of votes were extremely vague, he as- 
serted that the prayer for recount had been turned down 
for valid reasons and he validly declared elected. 

This, in brief, is the case of the parties. Their pleadings 
have been noticed in detail in my order dated 24th March, 
1972, They gave rise to the following issues for trial: — 

1. Whether 1280 votes cast in favour of the petitioner 

were illegally rejected as alleged in paragraph 10 

and detailed in sub-paras (A)(i) <ii) (Hi), (B), (C) 

(i) (ii), (D) (i) (iii) and (E) (i) (ii) of paragraph 9 
of the Election Petition? 

2. Whether 815 votes were wrongfully accepted in 

favour of Respondent No. 1 as averred in sub- 
paras (A) (iv), (B), (C) (.iii), (D) (i) (ii) (iii) and 
(E) (iv) of paragraph 9 of the petition? ' 

3. Whether the Counting Assistants acted dishonestly 

and 430 votes, which were in fact secured by the 
petitioner, were wrongfully counted for the res- 
pondent as alleged in sub-paras (A) (Iii), (C) (iv), 
(D) (iv) and (E) (iii) of paragraph 9 of the peti- 
tion? 

4. Whether any votes cast in favour of the petitioner 

were placed in9idc the bundles of votes earmarked 
for the respondent and other candidates as alleged 

. in sub-paras (A) (iii), (C) (iv), (D) (iv) and (E) 
(iii) of paragraph 9 of the petition? If so, what 
is its effect on the result of the election? 

5. If issue No. 1, 2, 3 or 4 or any parts thereof are 

proved, has the result of election been thereby 
materially affected? 

6. Is the petitioner entitled to inspection, scrutiny and 

recount of the ballot papers and, if so, to what 
extent? 

7. Whether the petitioner had secured majority of valid 

votes and is entitled to the declaration as prayed 
In part (a) of paragraph 23 of the petition? 

8. Relief? 

It may be emphasised here (hat there is no charge of 
any corrupt practice and gravamen of the petitioner’s com- 
plaint is that number of his valid votes had been illegally 
rejected while invalid votes had been wrongfully accepted 
for the respondent No. 1 Teja Singh Swatantar. To subs- 
tantiate these allegations the petitioner not only depended 

upon the oral evidence produced by him but also claimed 
inspection and scrutiny of the ballot papers, which form 
the subject matter of issue No. 6. After examining a 
number of witnesses in support of his case, on 8th 
November, 1971, the petitioner made an application (Civil 
Miscellaneous 41-E of 1971) praying for the opening, 
scrutiny, inspection and recount or the ballot papers, both 
rejected and accepted, relating to Dhuri, Dhanaula, Sangrur, 
Malerkofla. Phul and Shcrpur segments of Parliamentary 
Constituency from which he had contested the elections, 

in support of this prayer if was urged (hat adequate 

material was forthcoming in the evidence., that the peti- 

tioner had examined, about the illegalities committed in 
the course of scrutiny and counting, illegal rejection of 
his votes and wrongful acceptance of the votes counted 

33 r, of I— 2. 
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for respondent No. 1 Teja Singh Swatantar. Since the 
counting and scrutiny of votes had a direct bearing on the 
other issues framed for trial, it was considered necessary, 
as agreed to by the parties’ counsel themselves, to dispose 
of issue No. 6 before dealing with other issues. 

Issue No. 6 

In dealing with this issue the parties took me through 
the entire material on record. After going through the 
evidence and the relevant provisions of law I disposed of 
this issue vide my order dated 24th March, 1972 holding 
that no case for wholesale scrutiny and counting of votes 
has been made out. It was, however, considered expedient 
at that stage to inspect and scrutinise only the petitioner's 
rejected votes relating to Sherpur segment alone. The 
concluding portion of my detailed order dated 24th March, 
1972 runs thus:— 

"This being in my opinion the state of law, the re- 
jection of the petitioner’s votes solely on the 
ground that the ballot papers did not bear the 
signature of Presiding Officer is clearly illegal. 

As has been observed earlier, the petitioner has 
asserted that out of the votes secured by him in 
Sherpur segment 450 were rejected on the ground 
that they did not bear the signature of the Re- 
turning Officer. Tn view of the fact that the res- 
pondent’s own witnesses admit that there was re- 
jection of such votes, though they are silent about 
their number, a case for inspection and scrutiny 
of votes is clearly made out, even if we keep apart 
the petitioner’s allegations and the evidence adduced 
by him with regard to the rejection of his votes 
on the ground of defective or improper marking 
by the voters. Issue No. 6 is, accordingly, found 
in petitioner’s favour and the interests of justice 
require that the inspection and scrutiny prayed 
for be allowed. 

Since the petitioner’s allegation with regard to 
i ejection of such votes which did not bear the 

prescribed signature is confined to Sherpur Assem- 
bly constituency alone and the number of such 
votes is stated to be 450, which is more than twice 
the difference of votes secured by him and the 

returned candidates, I consider it expedient at this 
stage to inspect and scrutinise only the petitioner’s 
rejected votes relating to that segment of the 
Parlimentary Constituency. I, accordingly direct 
that the rejected ballot papers of the petitioner 

relating to the Sherpur segment be opened for 
inspection and scrutiny in the first instance. 

Since it is not known in which of the boxes 
received in this Court the relevant ballot papers 
etc, let the Naib Tehsildar (Elections) be sum- 
moned for 7th of April, 1972, as suggested by 
the counsel for the parties” 

Being dissatisfied with this order the contesting respond- 
ent Teja Singh Swatantar went up in appeal to (he Sup- 

reme Court and their Lordships by their order dated 2nd 
May, 1972 in Civil Appeal No, 1139 of 1972 issued the 
following direction to this Court with the parties' consent : — 

“The trial Court shall direct the recount of all the 
rejected ballot paper of Sherpur segment of both 
the election petitioner as well as the returned 
candidate. 

It was urged on behalf of the appellant that 
the learned trial Judge has given conflicting inter- 
pretation as to the scope of sub-rule (2) of Rule 
56 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961. It is 
not proper to go into that question at this stage.” 

In obedience to this order rejected ballot papers of both 
the election petitioner and of the returned candidate relating 
to the Sherpur segment were scrutinised and counted in 
open Court in presence of the Parties and their counsel 
on 18th July, 1972, The result thereof has been summed 
up in my order dated 1st August. 1972 in the following 
words:— 

“The scrutiny and recount of the rejected ballot papers 
of the Sherpur segment thus reveals that out of 
1096 rejected ballot papers, only 17 claimed by 
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the petitioner and 7 by the respondent No. I 
were rejected. One of the rejected ballot papers 
of Baidev Singh was mutilated and its rejection is 
thus justified. The rejection, however, of 16 
ballot papers of Baidev Singh and V of Teja Singh 
Swatantar, which did not bear the prescribed sig- 
nature under section S3 ■ but had the prescribed 
mark on them, was illegal in view of the inter- 
pretation that I have placed on rule 56 in my 
detailed order of 24th of March, 1972, to which 
reference has been made earlier. Because of this 
wrong view of the Returning Officer that ballot 
papers which did not bear the prescribed signa- 
ture though they had the prescribed mark on 
them, could not be treated as valid, 16 votes of 
the petitioner Baidev Singh and 7 of the respon- 
dent Teja Singh Swatantar must be held to have 
been wrongfully rejected.” 

Relying upon this finding that 16 votes of the petitioner 
Baidev Singh and 7 of the contesting respondent Teja Singh 
Swatantar had been wrongfully rejected, it was urged on 
behalf of the petitioner that the rejected votes of the peti- 
tioner relating to other segments as well be inspected and 
recounted. That prayer was, however, rejected vide my 
detailed order dated 1st August, 1972. 

Issues Nos, 1 to 4 

Issues Nos. 1 to 4 relate to the petitioner's allegations of 
illegal and dishonest counting of votes relating to five seg- 
ments of the Constituency, namely, Dhuri, Sherpur, Phul, 
Sangrur and Malerkotla. The general allegations made in 
paragraph 10 of the petition are that out of the rejected 
votes, 1280 were those that had been cast in favour of the 
petitioner and had been illegally rejected, and 430 votes 
out of the votes secured by the petitioner were illegally put 
in the- bundles of other candidates, thereby deflating the 
petitioner’s count. It is further alleged that 815 votes were 
illegally accepted for Respondent No. 1. The details of these 
illegalities and dishonest acts are set out in paragraph 9 
of the petition. In support of this plea a large number of 
witnesses were examined at the trial. As their evidence is 
common to all the issues, issues Nos. 1 and 4 are being 
dealt with together. It will, however, be convenient to *deal 
with the evidence about the counting of votes segment-wise. 

Paragraph 9(A) of the petition relates to Dhuri constitu- 
ency. It is alleged that out of 1013 rejected votes, 350 
were those votes of the petitioner that had been illegally 
rejected. The voter’s mark on 250 out of these votes, though 
not very distinct or perfect, was, however, sufficient to Indi- 
cate that the voter had cast it for the petitioner, and 100 
votes, though bearing the distinct marking, were rejected 
because of the smudging due to folding of ballot papers. 
According to the petitioner’s allegations, out of the votes 
polled by him at the Dhuri constituency, 200 votes had been 
put in the bundles of the other candidates, and 175 were 
illegally counted for Respondent No. 1, though out of them 
150 bore multiple markings and 25 were badly mutilated. 
The petitioner’s witnesses examined in support of these alle- 
gations, who were present at the time of counting of votes 
at Dhuri segment, arc Surjlt Singh P.W. 9, Gursant Singh 
P.W. 10, Dr. Tejpal Singh P.W. 15, Raghbir Singh P.W. 22, 
Charanjit Singh P.W. 23, Gurbax Singh P.W. 24, and 
Sukhdev Chand P.W. 25. 

Surjit Singh P.W. 9 was the petitioner's Counting Agent 
He deposed that 350 votes of the petitioner were rejected 
on the ground that they were not distinctly or pronerlv 
marked, and 200 votes polled in favour of the petitioner 
were put in the bundles of Teja Singh Swatantar, Respondent 
No. 1. He has stated that be had informed the petitioner 
when he visited the Place of counting and when the counting 
was going on, but it is an admitted fact that no written 
complaint was made to anyone about such illegal rejection 
on the date of the counting. In his cross-examination, the 
witness further conceded that except for the petitioner he 
never complained to anyone that the counting was not fair 
or legal. The witness all the same admitted that the 
rejected votes used to be examined by the Assistant Return- 
ing Officer sometime even with the help of magnifying glass. 

Gursant Singh P.W. 10 is another Counting Agent of the 
petitioner. According to him, at the table at which he was 
working 10 or 12 votes of the petitioner were illegally rejected 
and he himself took exception to 10 or IJ votes that were 


being counted for Respondent No. 1. These votes were 
then taken to the Returning Officer, but he does not dis- 
close with what result. 

Dr. Tejpal Singh P.W. 15 stated that 15 or 20 votes 
having double markings were accepted as valid votes for 
Respondent No. 1 despite his objection, while some valid 
votes of the petitioner were reiected. by the Assistant Return- 
ing Officer on the ground that the voter’s marks on those 
ballot papers were faint or overlapping. Even this part of 
his statement is of no consequence as he admitted in the 
next breath that these votes were not rejected in his presence. 
Though he asserted that 8 or 10 votes of the petitioner were 
put in the respondent’s bundle and he brought this fact to the 
notice of the petitioner’s Election Agent S. Surjit Singh 
Dhillon, but nothing came out of it and no written complaint 
was made. In his cross-examination, he admitted that he 
never complained about the conduct of Supervisor or the 
Counting Assistants to anyone, except S. Surjit Singh Dhillon 
and the petitioner’s Agent Shri Gtlrdev Singh Advocate. 

Raghbir Singh P.W. 22 deposed that his objections to 10 
or 15 votes of the respondent Teja Singh Swatantar were 
accepted, though the marking on those votes was either 
incomplete or was not at the proper place, but 14 of 15 
similar votes cast in favour of the petitioner were rejected, 

Charanjit Singh P.W. 23 claims to have objected to 10 
or 12 votes which were counted for Respondent No. 1. He 
alleged that 7 or 8 votes of the petitioner were wrongly 
rejected and in the pile of votes of Respondent No. 1 he 
found two valid votes of the petitioner. The witness admitted 
that the Agents of all the candidates were sitting at the same 
table and on Counting Agent of any other party objected to 
any vote. He further conceded that when objections were 
raised to ballot papers, the Counting Agents of all the par- 
ties were afforded an opportunity to see and examine the 
ballot paper. 

Gurbax Singh P.W. 24 claims that some of the votes of 
Respondent No. 1 had not been properly marked, and said 
that 10 votes of the petitioner were rejected on the objec- 
tions raised by the Agents of Respondent No. 1 as they 
bore double markings. Obviously, these had to be rejected, 

Sukhdev Chand P.W. 25 is another Counting Agent of 
the petitioner, who deposed that 14 or 15 votes polled by 
the respondent Teja Singh Swatantar did not bear the signa- 
tures of the Presiding Officer and they were accepted despite 
bis objection. It is further in his evidence that 5 or 7 
votes polled by the petitioner were rejected as they were 
not properly marked, but asserted that 10 or 12 similar votes 
of Teja Singh Swatantar were accepted. He, however, con- 
ceded that he did not find anything wrong with any of the 
bundles. 

This evidence does not suffice to prove the allegations 
contained in paragraph 9(A) of the petition. 

The witnesses examined by the petitioner with regard to 
the counting of votes relating to Sherpur segment arc 
Mohamad Din P.W. 19, Ahmad Ali P.W. 20 and Kamail 
Singh P.W. 27. 

P.W. 19 Mohamad Din said that 35 or 40 votes secured 
by the petitioner had been wrongly rejected on the ground 
that they did not bear the signature of the Presiding Officer 
and 4 or 5 votes' of the petitioner were wrongly put in 
another candidate's tray. In his cross-examination, he 
admitted that on both days the same Counting Assistants 
were on duty at his table, When asked why he did not ask, 
after the counting of first day was over, that the Counting 
Assistants and the Supervisor be replaced by impartial officials, 
the witness merely said : "It was none of my business.” 

P.W, 20 Ahmad Ali tells us that 10 or 15 votes, which 
did not bear the signatures of the Presiding Officer but were 
cast in favour of the petitioner, had been rejected. 

Karnail Singh P.W, 27, who was the Counting Agent of 
the petitioner, deposed that 50 or 60 votes polled by the 
petitioner were rejected on the ground that those ballot 
papers did not bear the signatures of the Presiding Officer. 
He admitted that these ballot papers were examined by the 
Assistant Returning Officer before they were finally rejected. 
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As has been noticed earlier, the only alienation with regard 
to the votes of Sherpur segment, as set out in paragraph 
9(Bj of the petition, is that out of all the rejected votes of 
this segment, 450 were those that the petitioner hud polled 
Out they were wrongly rejected on the ground that they did 
not bear the signatures of the Presiding Officer, It is further 
urged that 200 similar unsigned votes were counted for 
Respondent No. 1. Under the orders of their Lordships of 
the Supreme Court, all the rejected votes of Sherpur segment 
were opened and inspected by this Court on 18th of July, 
1972. This scrutiny completely falsified the allegations made 
by the petitioner and his witnesses, as it was found that out 
of 1096 rejected ballot papers, only 16 marked in favour 
of the petitioner and 7 in favour of the respondent Teja 
Singh Swatantar did not bear the signatures prescribed 
under section 83, but had the prescribed mark, on them. This 
clearly demonstrates the gross exaggeration to which the peti- 
tioner and his witnesses have resorted, At the same time, 
it goes to show that there was no discrimination in scrutinis- 
ing or dealing with the votes polled by the petitioner or the 
respondent Teja Singh Swantar and the counting had been 
fair. It is true that according to my finding the ballot papers 
which did not bear the prescribed signatures but had the 
requisite mark on them could not be rejected, but the result 
of the scrutiny of the ballot papers of Sherpur segment goes 
to show that only 16 such ballot papers of the petitioner 
were wrongly rejected and at the same time 7 votes of 
Respondent No. 1 were declared to be invalid. 

( now proceed to consider the evidence relating to the 
counting of votes of Phu! segment. Tt is alleged in paragraph 
9(C) of the petition that out of 957 rejected votes, 120 votes 
of the petitioner were wrongly rejected while 150 of the 
Respondent No. 1 were illegally accepted, and 70 of the 
petitioner’s votes were put in the bundles of other respon- 
dents. The witnesses examined in this connection are Jasbir 
Singh P.W. 13, Dr. Didar Singh P.W, 17, Harchet Singh, 
P.W. 26, and Harbans Singh P.W. 30. 

lasbir Singh P.W. 13 said that 150 votes of the petitioner 
had been wrongly rejected and about 100 votes of the res- 
pondent Teja Singh Swantar had been illegally accepted. 
He admitted in his cross-examination that he had kept no 
note of this fact and was deposing from memory. 

P.W. 17 Dr. Didar Singh said that 15 or 20 votes of the 
respondent were accepted despite his objection, though on 
the same ground 10 or 15 votes cast in favour of the 
petitioner had been rejected. When asked in cxnmination- 
m-chief if he found anything wrong the bundling the witness 
replied : 

"As the attitude of the Counting Assistants and Super- 
visors towards the petitioner was not good, I have 
suspicion that the bundles were not properly made.’’ 

Harchet Singh P.W. 26 is another Counting Agent of the 
petitioner. According to him, 10 or 15 votes of the res- 
pondent Teja Singh Swatantar had been accepted despite 
his objection. He, however, conceded that nO vole of the 
petitioner was rejected. 

Harbans Singh P.W. 30 tells us that 20 or 25 votes cast 
in favour of the petitioner wgre rejected on the objection that 
some of them bore double markings and the marks on others 
were faint and not at proper places. The witness admitted 
that the Assistant Returning Officer had himself examined 
those voles and declared the objections valid. The defects 
in the votes, to which the witness refers, obviously justified 
their rejection. , 

In the Sangrur segment, out of 898 rejected voles, according 
to the allegations m paragraph 9(D) of the petition, 200 
votes of the petitioner were arbitrarily rejected on the ground 
that they had multiple markings on them, though 120 similar 
votes were accepted and counted for Respondent No. 1, and 
20 cases of multiple voting were overlooked by the Counting 
Authorities and those ballot papers were counted for Res- 
pondent No. 1. Besides, 100 votes of the petitioner are 
alleged to have been mischicviously and maliciously put in 
the bundles of other respondents. Tn this connection, reliance 
is placed on the evidence of Mehma Singh P.W. 7, and 
Surmukh Singh P.W. 8. 

Mehma Singh P.W. 7 deposed that 20 or 25 votes, which 
were not clearly marked, were claimed by him for the peti- 
tioner but the same were rejected. In claiming those votes 
for the petitioner, the witness asserted that the main portion 
of the marking seal was against the name of the petitioner. 
Thus, on his own showing it appears that the marking was 
not clear and without examining these ballot papers it cannot 
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be 6aid that they were wrongly rejected, When questioned about 
the bundles of votes the witness merely said that he had a 
suspicion that some of the bundles did not contain the correct 
number of votes. 

Surmukh Singh P.W. 8 complains that 71 votes of the 
petitioner were wrongly rejected and 10 .or 15 votes, which 
wer not distinctly marked, were wrongly counted for the 
respondent. When asked about the irregularities committed in 
making the bundles of votes, the witness, however, .said: 
“Since 1 was not allowed to count such bundles, the possibility 
is there." 

So far as Malerkotla segment is concerned, the allegations 
in paragraph 9(E) of the petition are that out of 844 re- 
jected votes relating to this segment, 50 were those of the 
petitioner that had been wrongly rejected. It is further 
stated that 60 ballot papers were maliciously or dishonestly 
placed by the Counting Assistants in the bundles of other 
candidates, and 150 votes were illegally counted for Res- 
pondent No. 1, The witnesses examined by the petitioner 
m support of these allegations are Jasbir Singh P.W. 13, 
Shamshad Ali P.W. 18 and Mohammad Din P.W. 19. 

Jasbir Singh P.W. 13 placed the number of the votes of 
the petitioner that had been illegally rejected at 100 or 
150 and also stated that 100 votes of the respondent were 
wrongly accepted. 

Shamshad Ali P.W. 18 tells us that 10 or 20 votes claimed 
by him for the petitioner were rejected. He, however, 
disclosed that on those ballot papers the marking were not 
complete and there just appeared a dot in front of the 
symbol of the petitioner. It is further in his evidence that 
these votes were scrutinised by the Assistant Returning 
Officer and he confirmed their rejection. Though a leading 
question was put to him to elicit if there was anything 
wrong with the bundles, the witness, however, said that he 
did not notice any irregularity. 

Mohammad Din P.W. 19 is the same person who had 
deposed about the Sherpur segment. The result of the 
scrutiny, inspection and counting of votes of that segment 
has clearly brought out the fact that this witness is not 
a truthful person and no reliance can be placed upon him. 
So far as Malerkotla segment is concerned, his assertion 
that 15 or 20 votes of the petitioner were rejected either 
on the ground that they bore two marks or that the mark- 
ing was partial and not on the symbol but away from it, 
does not suffice to prove that the rejection was wrongful. 

It is thus evident that the allegations contained in para- 
graphs 9 and 10 of the petition, which forms the subject- 
matter of issues Nos, 1 to 4, are not substantiated. The 
evidence adduced in support of them is not Only interested 
but is extremely vague and conjectural. Such like evi- 
dence can be easily procured. In dealing with the oral 
evidence in this case, it must be remembered that though 
it is alleged that persistent illegalities were being committed 
by the counting staff at various places where the counting 
was going on, not a single complaint muchlcss in writing 
was made to any authority either while the counting was 
going on or soon after. At some places the counting went 
on for two days, but curious enough despite the fact that 
on the first day the counting staff is alleged to have mis- 
behaved and openly given out that they were hostile to 
the petitioner and the Akali Party, no complaint was made 
against the counting officials concerned, nor any attempt 
made to have the counting staff changed for the next day. 

The result of the scrutiny of the rejected ballot papers 
relating to Sherpur segment demonstrates beyond any manner 
of doubt that wild allegations have been made against the 
counting staff and the evidence adduced in support of the 
same stood falsified by the result of the the scrutiny, 

For all these reasons I find (hat issues No. 1 to 4 have 
not been proved and decide them against the petitioner. 

Issue No. 5 

.Since issues Nos. 1 to 4 have been found against the 
petitioner, this issue does not arise. 

Issue No. 6 

Issue No. 6 stands disposed of by my order dated 24tb 
of March, 1972, and the subsequent order dated 1st of 
August, 1972. The result of the scrutiny of the ballot 
papers, limited to Sherpur segment in view of ihe order 
of the Supreme Court, has been against the petitioner, as 
already noticed, ft proved that only 16 votes of the peti- 
tioner were wrongly rejected. 



172 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 20, 1973/PAUSA 30, 1894 [Part 11— 


Issue No. 7 

In view of the fact that all the earlier issues have been 
found against the petitioner and the election of Respon- 
dent No. 1 has not been found to be void, the question of 
declaring the petitioner as duly elected does not arise. 

Issue No. 8 

The petitioner having failed to substantiate any of his 
allegations, he is not entitled to any relief. 

The petition is, accordingly, dismissed with costs. Counsels' 
fee Rs. 500/-. 

October 18, 1972. GURDEV SINGH, Judge. 
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To To tppipTTT, ffr^WTi 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 

(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 27th Decombcr, 1972 

S.O. 148. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (2) of clause 13 of the Nationalised Banks (Management 
and Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1970, the Central Gover- 
nment, after consultation with the Reserve Bank, hereby no- 
minates the Directors specified in column (1) of the Table below 
to be respectively members of the Management Committee of 
the nationalised bank specified against them in column (2) there- 
of for the period commencing on 27th December, 1972, and end- 
ing with 10th December, 1973. 

TABLE 



Name of Directors nominated as 
members 

Name of the nationalised 
bank 

1. Shri Tarakcshwar Chakraborty 

2. Shri A. H. Elias 

3. Shri G. B. Newalkar. 

j- Central Bank of India. 

1. Shri A. R. Side 

2. Shri G. D. Parikh. 

3. Brig. K. K. Verma. 

■> 

1 

j- Bank of India. 

1. Shri D. P. Chadha. 

2. Shri Mohamad Abdullah. 

3. Shri Madan Mohan Malayan 

’ J 

j- Punjab National Bank, 

1. Shri K. C. Chokshi. 

2. Shri D. K. Desai. 

3. Dr. T. R. S. Goel. 


J- Bank of Baroda. 

1 . Shri S. Lakshmanan 

2. Dr. D, Bancrjee. 

3. Shri Gursaran Singh 


1 United Commercial Bank 

1 

1 . Shri C. S. Subramamani. 

2. Shri K. S. R. MalJiah. 

3. Shri P. S, Rajagopal Naidu. 


j- Canara Bank. 

1. Shri Taraprasanna Das. 

2. Shri K. P. Barua, 

3. Shri Kartick Chandra Paul. 


7 

)- United Bank of India. 

1. Shri T. H, Narayanaswami. 

2. Shri Krishna Raj. 

3. Shri Devabhai Prabhubhai Patel 

1 

j- Dona Bank 

1. Shri U. P. Shet. 

2. Shri Swaminatha Reddy 

3. Dr. N. C, Billigiri Rangaiah. 


j- Syndicate Bank. 

1. Shri S. B. Godiwalla. 

2. Shri K. H, Parikh 

3. Shri R. R. Upasani. 

7 

) Union Bank of India. 

1. Shri J. D. Jain. 

2. Shri M. R, Roy. 

3. Shri S. N. Srivastava. 

i 

• Allahabad Bank. 

1. Shri M. Gopalkrishnan. 

2. Dr. B. Natarajan. 

3. Shri Seetharama Dos. 

} 

Indian Bank. 

1. Shri M, R. Kulkarni. 

2. Dr. K. S. Yawalkar. 

3. Dr. (Mrs.) Sulabha Brahme. 

} 

Bank of Maharashtra. 

1 . Shri P. A. Kumaradevan. 

2. Shri M. K. Raju. 

3. Shri N. B. Prasad. 

7 

_/ 

Indian Overseas Bank. 


[No. F. 8/11/72-BOI] 
D. M. SUKTHANKAR, Director 


}*• 
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'■"krejra ^rfa aca (tftppftn fYiTirr) faffr srk aafta srttrftar (frn'PmTa farapj) fHftr Jr a fara na Wr anfaa aifr f 1 
$ nafta $ft ara (gikj+itftrf faaiH) faftr Jr aaa w ak srfaa arfan art f, aH^ PRa awrA % sraarnt sfta pg r a ? unfair % 1 
(fast t«P wpp Hkai wfnfaaa at >iro 17(4) (n) a wtffa sppjfan arfuina tat at atattf farf as srfaa fao air ^ pqt urrfa^ 1 1 
tpnfra tta nra (AwtHEt ftapj) fafa srk pa^ta $fn ana (kafkaa) fnfa Jr nan ana srk nfna un fair a$f % 1 

<m* kwh anap 
[a,> pro 1/3/72-wro wro-i] 
p» r» Hi sa^arat, war afaa 


5TRHff 1 aa 4 0 , 19 7 3 I 
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RESERVE BANK OF INDIA 
New Delhi, Ihe 4th January, 1973 

S.O. 149 . — An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934, for the week ended the 29th day of December, 1972, 




Issue Department 


Liabilities 

Rs. 

Rs. Assets 

Rs. Rs. 

Notes held in the Banking 
Department 

Notes in circulation 

4,92,35,000 

4794,33,80,000 

Gold Coin and Bullion;- 

(a) Held in India 

(b) Held outside India 
Foreign Securities 

182.53.11.000 

171.65.38.000 

Total Notes issued 


”4755,26, 15,000 TOTAL 

354,18,49,000 


Rupee Coin 20,73,21,000 

Government of India Rupee 

Securities 4424,34,45,000 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
Paper, 

Total Liabililies 4799, 26,15,000 Total Assets 4799,26,15,000 

Dated the 3rd January 1973 S. JAGANNATH.AN, Governor. 


Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 29th December, 1972. 


Liabilities 

Rs. 

Capital Paid Up ..... 

5,00,00,000 

Reserve Fund ...... 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

1 50.00. 00.000 

209.00. 00.000 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund 

45,00,00,000 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

175,00,00,000 

Deposits 

(a) Government 

(i) Central Government . 

(ii) State Governments. . 

64.03.25.000 

10.96.06.000 

(b) Banks 

(j) Scheduled Commerical Banks 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative 

Banks 

(iii) Non-Scheduled State Co-opera- 
tive Banks. . . . . 

(iv) Other Banks , . ... 

297,61,05,000 

1 1,70,93,000 

1,12,21,000 

53,72,000 

(c) Others ..■■■■ 

89,35,47,000 

Bills Payable. .... 

96,54,57,000 

Other Liabilities, . ■ 

358,96,71,000 

Rupees. 

1514,83,97,000 


Assets Rs. 


Notcs ........ 

Rupee Coin ...... 

Small Coin ....... 

Bills Purchased and Discounted 

(a) Internal 

(b) External 

(e) Government Treasury Bills 

Balances Held Abroad* .... 
Investments ** 

Loans and Advances to 

(i) Central Government- . 

(ii) Stale Governments® .... 
Loans and Advances to:- 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Bankst 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks! 

(lii) Others 

Loans, Advances and Investments from Nat- 
ional Agricultural Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 

(a) Loans and Advances to: — 

(i) State Governments .... 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance Corporation. . 
(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 

Debentures 

Loans and Advances from National 
Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 
Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund. 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Develop- 
ment Bank ..... 

(b) Investment in bonds/debenturcs issued 
by the Development Bank . 

Other Assets. 


Rupees. 


4,92,35,00,000 

7.47.000 

3.10.000 


■ 5,50,000 

260,61,80,000 

158.89.77.000 

409.25.27.000 


79,38.15,000 

8.54.50.000 
297,71,76,000 

3.97.97.000 


53.56.04.000 

24.91.10.000 

10,00,00,000 

11.08.56.000 

28.92.86.000 


93.06.94.000 

69,00,83,000 

1514.83.97.000 


* Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

** Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

^Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary' 
overdrafts to State Government. 

r Includes Rs. Nil advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section I7(4)(c) oi the Reserve Bank of India 
Act. 

J Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

Dated, 3rd January, 1973, S, JAGANNaTHAN, Governor, 

lNo.F.l/3/72-BOI] 
C, W. MIRCHANDANJ, Under Secy. 
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(mur Art Am 

if A?A, n tAuti, 1972 


m. sr. iso. — A fnOTnrr A tutrt 4 At 
AA^Nur Art ttrt f A AA AAr Art. 3rt^t Av- 
fW, 1961 A RETT 35 A TnJTTT (1) A H^TT (2) 4 Rdl-iTT 
4 fA f# AWA rtAA AAtot rrAtt tAr, 
Tf AA, i ^nrr aupitAt rr A nf if i 

RTVT 

Arturi; 3Tnf AA wA-urit, rtjA i 

[IT. 237 OPT. R. 203/ 44 / 72-3{Tlf, A R. 2)] 


(Department of Revenue & Insurance) 

New Delhi, the 11th December. 1972 

INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 150.— It is hereby notified for general information 
that the institution mentioned below has - been approved by 
fndinn Council of Medical Research, New Delhi, the pres- 
cribed authority for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub- 
section (1) of Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

INSTITUTION 

TAMIL NADU EYE RELIEF ASSOCIATION. MADU- 
RAI 

LNo. 237/F. (No. 203/44/72-1TA-III] 

«rr. air. i5i.— A rettur ®pri 4 Ar Tfr^tm «nr 
ArtAre Art tiet f A =fA rAA Art, aRR-nr Ar- 
Arr, i 96 i A ret 35 A ttret (1) r 5 (2) r? rAtA 
4 Ar AAt jrAW?, AttAr; Ar AAAr rrrdkt 
RURf, if AAt, rrAAti A eA f 1 

(iw 

ASTET fit 't?, !TRs5ERS| I 
[E. 238 (RE. T. 203/25/72-3Rf r . A R 2)3 
A A RyOfyUTTl, TR-rAr, 

S.O. 151, — It. is hereby notified for general information 
that the institution mentioned below has been approved by 
Council of Scientific and Industrial Research, the prescribed 
authority for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
of Section 35 of the Tncomc-tnix Act, 1961. 

INSTITUTION 

VIJNANA PARISH AD, ALLAHABAD. 

[No. 238/F. (No. 203 /25/72-ITA, II)] 
T. P. J HUN I H UNWALA, Deputy Secy. 


*Afar trrtt nunwfm 
(tnnUm ERifA, RTfA trpqrf 

tpT, 14 ERU17. 1972 

«5T. 4R. 152.— 1944 A ArA TRRRR 3^6 ArekA 4 

Are 5 4 3nfA AArA re jAt ttA ^r A, ipr 
4 rrttti rerAr ^ tr ArreAA A, hum rr AAe 
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THTTRE ^<rT 4 WTrER TETTetA AA E a, 3EA-3EA 
Arret At H tAA ttetre rue 4 Aw e 1 re 3 A eh rtA 
q? rtcr AerAt At eA Aw «A A 4 thew A 
3te4tA fr 4 At At' 4 At, 1944 A AAr trew rur 
AeeieA 4 Arm 206(3) 4 jeteA, rettA A Arret 

ElAfE RTTET A I 

nr 4/9/07 -AAr tart AAn 

COLI.F.CTORATE OF CUSTOM AND CENTRAL 
EXCISE 

(Office of the Collector of Central Excise) 

Madras, the 14th November, 1972 
CENTRAL EXCISE 

S.O. 152. — In exercise of the powers conferred by rule 
5 of the Central Excise Rules 1944, I authorise the officers 
not below the rank of an Assistant Collector of Central 
Excise in the Madras Central Excise Collectoratc to exercise 
within their respective jurisdiction the powers of the Col- 
lector under rule 206(3) of Centra! Excise Rules, 1944 in 
regard to the provisional release of conveyances only, seized 
for violation of the Central Excise Rules. 

[No. C. No, IV/9/67/72 CX. Adj.l 
EiHE 20 Aetot, 1972 

HIT. 3fi. 153—1944 A AAe TcRTR ArETEA 4 

5A Anr 4 snfk bret AWrf re beA brA ^ ret 
pr iwipf ribAe A AbA 6-6-70 A 
A 4/16/391/62 4 Ar Twti. ’U srfWr ttt?, A 
qy^tnu, it rwA ttAAt 4 ttett br t^A. AAt 
TOR (Ak TERR SPfP) t^RTOT-RTET, A AAt 

TERR TATRnA, 1944 ^ 18PR> AV 189BT. AtA ^ 

trt?A A AArA ^ tpAt qrA jfTT AHirtr 

TTRET TiTRT A 1 

[A. A 4/10/391/62 AAr tert-3] 

A. Arirtt, rrrtA 

Madras, 20th December, 1972 

S.O. 153. — In exercise of the powers conferred on me 
Rule 5 of the Central Excise Rules, 1944 and in super- 
session of this Collectorate Notification No. TV/16/391/ 
62-CX.I dated 6-6-1970, I hereby empower the Assistant 
Collector of Central Excise (New Exercises) at the Collec- 
torate. Headquarters Office, Madras to exercise powers of 
the Collector under Rules 189A and 1 89 B of the Central 
Excise Rules. 1944, 

TC. No. 1V/16/39I/62 CX. JIT] 
C. CHIDAMBARAM, Collector. 


A At ®rrrt trrtr 

R? 1 ApA, 13 TRRA, 1973 

wr. 3R. 154.— A tHt AAr (AAirut) Art, 
1965 ^ Art g 4 ar^rrm A, AAr Rurr 
^ fAV TTRT? ArhR A 3tAttpR A RR. 3R. 3323, RT, 
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14 3tttw 196!) *r TRihry f, 

am rfrr ;— 

sror arftTT^rr jf =fhf if nf mrif 4 twr ( 2) i 
(toti^, r^tet, ■ r rNn. trut yfr arK 
tent arfr btbt $44r mr tret qfrf i firm w 
Tfrfa q5 aFfpfn ^ttt ?j. (e> ojft srrcf imfmr 

wffftesn ?h=fih if mfift ami =w it. (7) ^ 

<t riffT (6) it WT tf c^T; He<||Tnn oFTC; Rl I 

[it. 6(9)/7i-f-r. fcr. ami fir. it ] 

MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 

New Delhi, the 13th January, 1973 

S.O. 154. — In pursuance of rule 6 of the Export of Frog 
Legs (Inspection) Rules, 1965, the Central Government here- 
by makes the following amendment in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Foreign Trade No. 

S.O. 3323 dated the 14th August, 1969 namely; — 

In column (2) of the Table appearing below the said noti- 
fication, under the heading “Bombay Region (Covering the 
States of Maharashtra, Gujrat, the Union Territories of Goa, 
Daman and Dlu, Dadra and Nagar Haveli)”. Serial No. (6) 
and entries relating thereto shall be deleted, and the Serial 
number (7) be renumbered as Serial No. (6). 

[No. 6(9) /71-ET&EP] 

3tr?V 

ITT. 31T. 155.— TT: fcmffl - (WfcT^f faWT 3lfr 

f^n't^TOT) 3TtafjDm\ 1963 (1963 B7T 22) VUT 6 £TTT 

etot mfrftp rf Jmfrr tt# 4*4fv tutor ^ bh uro 
f fe brto 4 frmfro rnTW 4 Fetort 4 f?n] tfm totbt 
arm^r: srh tuMr ft fr FReff. 4 

arfr f^Vf^ur 4. toott if Ruff mf?d# 

3lfV RR: rtor 4 tm^FT 4 fclE ifi 

ETRTT tRF3 tf ^ (WlWf flWT 

aifi Profi^m) Prtoe, 1964 4 Petor 2 4 a tPrrb (2) ?rt 
RTO urtPeRr Pr-rPct ProPtero qfrrr *F>f ^ f, 

3FT: TFT, ^TOpRTOE !|5 at^t u | 4 4ifa (HTU, TO 

irptnV f if RRtf rvrrto: BvrPra ffff bt# rtortwr if 

51hW? 4 iVr tJti^fim wrPw snff ?“ i 

2. if 3mft ft TO MKtiq)’ fflC IT 

ftpr^C sfr^rf rt *£*PRrf toP ifapf if toot Bnnf tort 
srPw fto arttn^Hr tttotr *f wum sir? rr% 
it ffhr Pta 4 Btror f^mfr ^nVr 'rfurf ‘W $? tt^7”, 
14/1 ifr, ^3RT UTTTUff B'f^lT) * el'll «1 1-1 %t3f 

IT^TT 1 

MWB«t 

(1) 3tf ty F[fw l TT : Tr 5 fGr-7 1? ft 4 HvT(, fHstfd i 

wrriWt ^ufsp r i arft frf^pjr i arrfNr ^rfi- 1 

(2) 3tftD^TF ^ d WT tf 1 ttt] tfur-lf^TT ^Beff 

f^itfri (fB^tenn) f-um, 1973 ^ itot i 3m^77 

i wi t J -ti Tif tfNr 


[Part II— 

fiVr i i «ri t?rm; 

tBTBT 3TTC] HI I 

(3) afNlNffpT ^fl+TUT 3lfl [VdB; frmt-l , 1971 

i anfrr bb iif sriVyurt ^-Tfrr s-rufr 
fwr? frW^Vf i w i BuyifT ^rr i 

(4) arront^tr =yFin 4 sr^rnr i ^rreff ^ 

f-mf'T ?tt tTO mrohr *p ? h i jft fro ii*ii<4 
fT7TOR ^TTT BTOITTHTOT yi ifleT, ^TF]f?ifr 
37Tf[ ^ ^ TFOrf eTT^ HFTi; 4 

3R^q- ^ tfrft- =fv m afTtJFTf 

T7 eUTT? 1 BT hlW y ?i I 

3. ?rr an^r ifi ^ tnrr bt^ '^TTTarf *fff 4tr if 

aFrftup r^Er T'f ^rTf-ifgrr fBrft 4 uy BTfrrf 4 TFpi ) 

3TR ^ BRT 5T7T pmffT ctF); y# ?ftfr I 

4. §TT afT^T rf^ “^f5r-rf?7T ?-rreff” if ?TTeff tf? (S^- 
r f S <i 3 fc Ttt ) 4 T^f 4) d 1 if 9"g ef ?U e14) ^rf aifV 3 TTb5 

TTrfTrf spf turr 5ffjrf Brf sro^f wref tR7 ^ grmof 
4 ^ HTtfr ^ ^ arf^TRTr ^ i 

TTF1W 

frFtrfrr (TTrfei^f fV^Nurr aifi fyff^FT) arhtf^tpT, 1963 
G963 qrr 22) «iff ym 17 ^ anf^r tbit? ypf mtf uwifqd 
BTsrq- frurtf I 

1. but arf? urmt: (j> frmrrf tpr bbt %t- 

7%! frpqfir (fTff^m) fFRTir, 1973 f I 

(2) *f «pf RTW fM I 

2 . 'n'hirTr: w * r fywf ^ ^r-TiV?r fBrff 4 girfff 4 
(dVfcw ftsw) 4 tFlf <6eli if Blef fmi «ff ^ff 3TT*f 
971 Bin; fTOT ^fjff 4ff r'Trf 9T# rVfR TTIT airf JW-) 4 
zfn RTRr fBeff «frr r^ atfrrtm- f I 

3. fcmffr if t^sf iffr-iffcr fWf 4 fnVtr tfff trfr-yr:— 

tttt (sWfEimtr arf? frBFr) arbif-my, 1937 (1937 

m 1 ), btbfb ynfNfrmr aifV fy-^FT fiunr, 1937 aift 

7fVvr giTeff afrtffa; 1 nr affl TfFfir fim-rr, 1971 9? T1W, 

fimiV 4 tp sffTr-ifjFr ?Tf?ff ^ fyff^r ^f rfittw rt^; 

gfif 1 

[if. 6(i3)/72-fV. fr. bnt fr. tf.] 
ORDER 

S.O. 155. — Whereas, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 6 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963) the Central Government is of opinion 
that it is necessary and expedient so to do for the develop- 
ment of the export trade of India, that seedless tamarind 
should be subject to quality control and inspection prior to 
export; 

And whereas the Central Government has formulated the 
proposals specified below for the said purpose and has for- 
warded the same to the Export Inspection Council, as requir- 
ed by sub-rule (2) of rule 11 of the Export (Quality Control 

and Inspection) Rules, 1964; 

Now. therefore, in pursuance of the said sub-rule, the Cen- 
tral Government hereby publishes the said proposals for the 
information of the public likely to be affected thereby. 

2, Notice is hereby given that any person desiring to for- 
ward any objections or suggestions with respect to the said 
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proposals may forward the same within thirty days of the 
date of publication of this order in the official Gazette to 
the Export Inspection Council, “World Trade Centre”, 14/ IB, 
Ezra Street (7th Floor), Calcutta-1. 

PROPOSALS 

(1) To notify that seedless tamarind shall be subject to 
quality control and inspection prior to export; 

(2) To specify the type of inspection in accordance with 
the draft Export of Seedless Tamarind (Inspection) Rules, 
1973, set out in the Annexure to this order, as the type of 
inspection which shall apply to such seedless tamarind prior 
to export; 

(3) To recognise the grade designations formulated under 
the seedless tamarind Grading and Marking Rules, 1971, 
as the standard specifications for seedless tamarind; 

(4) To prohibit the export in the course of international 
trade of seedless tamarind, unless a mark, or seal recognised 
by the Central Government as indicating that it conforms 
to the standard specifications applicable to it has been affixed 
or applied to packages or containers of such seedless tama- 
rind. 

3. Nothing in this order shall apply to export by sea, land or 
air of samples of seedless tamarind not exceeding in value 
of rupees twenty to prospective buyers. 

4. In this order, “seedless tamarind" means the tamarind 
pulp obtained fiom the mature fruits or 7 amarhulus indicws 
by removing first the rind, then the fibrous skeleton enclosing 
the pulp aud the seeds. 

ANNEXURE 

Draft rules proposed to be made under section 17 of the 
Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 
1963). 

1. Short title and commencement- — (1) These rules may 
be called the Export of Seedless Tamarind (Inspec- 
tion) Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force on the . . . 

2. Definition.— In these rules, “seedless tamarind” means 
the tamarind pulp obtained from the mature fruits of Tama- 
rlndus induicit.t by removing first the rind, then the fibrous 
skeleton enclosing the pulp and the seeds. 

3. Procedure of Inspection of seedless tamarind prior to 
export. — The provisions of the Agricultural Produce (Grad- 
ing and Marking) Act, 1937 (1 of 1937), the General Grad- 
ing and Marking Rules, 1937, and the Seedless Tamarind 
Grading and Marking Rules, 1971, shall, so far as may be, 
apply lo the inspection of seedless tamarind prior to export. 

[No.6(13) /72-EI&EF] 

*ET. atl. 166. — ^ vT: T^TTlV TTTtvTk kkTT 3TTT kkt- 
aittjfTtra - , 1963 (1963 22) tTTTT 8 JETT 

klt'Trl TiT H 411*1 bitp ^ cft'-siN d (hut, ksT-EflpT 

f'vptpr. 1971 4 fw 3 4 ar#T qtalrr 
^W-aifvrtjTT Jfii, *fk tlVr 4 ft kkvEr 
Wer 4 ten trtett 3 k qr trudur jf fk artf 4k- 

ET 'Wart TT ^ITOFtF TE fVhiEf c ("4771 EFfTCJ' 
TTE" Tfr 4W TT 3TTORf k vrtf nfk-kfcr i deft T=fET 

orhikqtt k urn 6 4 (T) 4 artfk Tk are; reto 

kkkVf k ^ I 

nET: ETEqTTE 4 EEETTA f 1 f-T^lfcT 

URnkok kwr site f-nlaToi) 3904 4 n 

4 trqikfR (2) 5 m ^RTakf^R faxifa krrRTur t¥ett k 

krr if 1 

33 G of 1—3. 
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3RT: aiT, '3 'tT'I 4 I fi" 4 ar^ETlT ft 'tvsjk ETEriR v3=tvi 
TWIT Tf 3TET ElYTREr. RMlfTsf fi(H ! fiT a(TT- 

qnr? 4 ferq trdrrfkR jre4 3“ 1 

2. tjri R 1 k 4lcfi if fa S^FET fiedlT 4 tfif *7 faF?fh 

arTgrq'f hit E^ik k 4 t 4 kf km =sr4 ^ wrfaxr 
Wf ?ET 3iftTE^rTr ^ ERFR kt ETTETET 4 rffw 

far ^ 4luE fakET-fa/far Ttk^, “W EfaE” H/lfa, 
?3ET fad (ETrrif 4krET), TR^EIM fa fa ETfalT I 

tHfariuT: — faETEJ^rT k ''fal-fari 4 fEvft 

4 4 qrr 

sif? qqEad; rpf t*tt 4rarf qti- s=p 4 
TiR qii OTEf did W ?4eff tfiT arfEpthr ^ I 

Let, 603) / 72-T‘t. fr. Er«-rT 'N, tj.] 

S.O. 156. — Whereas, the Central Government, in exercise 
of the powers conferred by Section 8 of the Export (Quality 
Control and inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963) proposes to 
recognise the garde designation mark described under rule 

3 ol the Seedless tamarind, Grading and Marking Rules, 1971 
with respect to seedless tamarind, for the purpose of denoting 
that where packages or containers containing seedless tamarind 
a,e affixed with the prescribed labels, the seedless tama- 
rind in such packages or containers conform to the standard 
specifications applicable thereto under clause (c) of Section 6 
of the said Act; 

And whereas, the Central Government has formulated the 
proposal and has forwarded the same to the Export Inspection 
Council as required by sub-rule (2) of rule 11 of the Export 
(Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 1964; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the said sub-rule, the 
Central Government hereby publishes the said proposal for 
information of the public likely to be affected thereby. 

2. Notice is hereby given that any person desiring to for- 
ward any objections or suggestions with respect to the said 
proposal may forward the same within thirty days of the 
mite of pub'icalion of this notification to the Export Inspection 
Council, “World Trade Centre”, 14 /IB, Ezra Stree (7th Floor), 
Calcutta- 1 . 

Explanation: Tn this notification “Seedless Tamarind" 
means the tamarind pulp obtained from the mature 
fruits of Tamarindus indicus by removing first the 
rind, then the fibrous skeleton enclosing the pulp 
arid the seeds. 

TNo. 6(13)/72-Ei&EP] 

*fT. SIT. 157. — TET: MTETT f^ITT RF-fiF ^ ^ 

f?rq TprEUT I;RTT, IRRRrf qi IV'E) E*T^ ^ETtTf 4TT 

fcraicr ^ ^4 Lffiffret fTspsrnr arf? ^ ^ 

fcET, frriT (WWt tRxrsrar aifr ^^tut) fFRRT. 1964 

4 ¥T^nT 11 ^ (2) fTET Wptt^TrT ^IRTT ^ ERPR, 

RTT 2-E5B - 3-d' c r-® 5T (2) U ^ 1748 4 ^3" 1479 9T, HTETT 
ET74TT? ^ RTriTE ETTER arfyET^r-rT TT. '-kT. tsq. 946, 

Effirfer i 3rcfvr, 1972 tRRTfVrr te 4 i 

3rrr ^rt: g-qRr srtEEt^Hi 4 TrtptfqRr qrf EnVkr 4 
60 4 ?Tf?TET Efl-TTREr: trTrfTET ?‘f4 ^ stdV 

Eurf Ei srii epttjt trr4 4, 

3lfE 4TET: 3TET ETS'CnT jI --ItHItlTW qyf i enkf, 1972 
tjtnptr ft=z[T w nn , 

zth q'ET: -3TET JTREq- tR SPTOTtJTW 4 ? -k^ c k efT^k 3lf? 
EfTkTT HFET T# ^ 4 , 
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3TT: 3ET, FTTfT (TTlFelTT fHW 3lf? Fr^WI) aiftT- 
FtTTT, 1963 (1963 <PT 22) 4t srTTT 6 5T?T HW ijriYdTF TT 

iwhi ^4 ^ FtrCt FTtfawr tFtts 4 qrmf tt 4 4 9^^, 
444r «■< ■+. rr, cnr 7 ft 44 or Ft fett 4 Frrfa settt Fttet 

4 FelU q'w SmuI aiTT^TT TFT TnfHFT 4*i PTTtTm — 

(1) erfu^m- tt4F 4 Ft 4ft[T TrUrTT 4 Trip et? 
tftTFf FtFET 4 TTTlWF FdFTW TTFT FtT^-WT 4 Ttfhr 

fF4 I 

(2) 4ftpr nyNnT 4 Ftp fp§ <ftihF tt Frrfr (Ft 4- 
?nir) Fttet, 1973 4 3E|ET7 Ft%'t 4 itw tt 44 ft 4' 
FtFtF^ Trfr f, 4 1 # tt? ^rtttt t 4 Frrm 4 ^ tfi 

Fwt T9?TT I 

(3) (4) 44 FtFt4VF t 4, 5ft F*f4F 3ITTTT wf # i 

TR^fcr EFTT 44, Tr?-gTTTrF 4 FtE FttFt 4frgT 4 
Ft^t wf ? in 4 Ftt wr tr fe < N^i^' r j?i V 4 ft 4, 

HT-mr 44 f 1 

(a - ) (n) 4 efttMt fWF - FtFt 44i f 4 amrr 4, 
vrrtfFr tttt; 4tftt sttt 4fq?r icrtTTF 4 F?pt erf tttttF 
4 Fte aEpprff^w FtFt4%F t4 4^^ ttIttF 4 Ftp tt? 
qwrrF 4 tttt FtFt4%F 4 ft 4 tfttt 44 4 1 

( 4 ) 3TFnf^hr ®iri'Q 1 4 4 appur 4 jetFsttF 4 foo 
Grf T^nrrf 4 FtfIV ft nr tt sMtr tt4F 4 tt tt 
ot4 ttt*t 44to tmm gm FrrfT (tttFttF Ftt^t arfr 
FtiVt) arFtiFTTT, 1963 (1963 tt 22 ) 4? urn 7 4 3t4Ft 

TFTtTTTTTT STFhTwF 4 it Ft4F ETi giTT Tt4 FtTT TFT fR 
otrit tt TErrorr t 4 Ft 4^t urtarF 4 Fte 44 et? 
qrm4 FmfT tF^t 4 1 

3 . §rr angV 4f srtf 4 ftt w, tt*p ft ttf; rt 4 gm 

fWrr tr? 44 w? giTfr-Tf 4 ^4 tt ttfi 

sM, pTFHSbT tit 4 4t4 4 P?nr 'itn‘ j ETr-'N':T^ 125 r>. 4 
arftrc; ^44 f 1 

4 . ^ 3 qwl, 1973 4 ft^rr 1 


(2) specifies the eype of inspection in accordance with 
the Export of Rubber Gloves for Electrical Pur- 
poses (Inspection) Rules, 1973, as the type of ins- 
pection which would be applied to such rubber 
gloves prior to export; 

(3) recognises — 

fa) the specifications, which shall be a national 
standard of an importing country, declared by 
the exporter as the agreed specifications of the 
export contract for the electrical rubber gloves; 

(b) In the absence of any specifications as mentioned 
in (a), the specifications approved for rubber 
gloves for electrical purposes by the Indian 
standards Institution, as the standard specifica- 
tions for rubber gloves for electrical purposes; 

C4) prohibits the export, in the course of interna- 
tional trade of the rubber gloves for electrical 
purposes unless the same is accompanied by a 
certificate issued by one of the agencies recognis- 
ed by the Central Government under secion 7 
of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), to the effect that such 
rubber gloves for electrical purposes are export- 
worthy. 

3. Nothing in this order shall apply lo the export by land, 
air or sea of samples of such rubber gloves to prospective 
buyers the F.O.B. value of which does not exceed Rs, 125/-. 

4, This Order shall come into force on the 3rd February, 
1973. 

[No. 6(17) /71-EI&EP] 


»RT. tut. 158 . — (Tnftr4 fawT 3rfV f44^iQ 
arftrfcnTF, 1963 (1963 m 22) 4} W7T 17 giTT TTTtT 

sit Fcrhr ^4 hot, friFfrifigrr Ft^jt w??m 

tFmft 4, '3P-lf' r ['. — 

1 . tffaxrr Jfftr sifr rnmr— 0 ) r*r FettfF m ftt 
tfj4f4 4 Fcto Frf gwiTf m F=ETiTr (FTrterur) 4 fet. 
1973 sttt 1 

(2) 4 3 TTt4 1973 4t Jbffr 44 I 


[4. 6(i7)/7i-4r. Ft. fon Ft. 4.3 

ORDER 

S.O. 157. — Whereas for the development of export trade 
of India certain proposals for subjecting rubber gloves for 
electrical purposes to quality control and inspection prior 
to export were published, as required by sub-rule (2) of 
rule 11 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Rules, 1964, at pages 1478 to 1479 of the Gazette of India, 
Part 11 — Section 3— Sub-Section (ii), dated the 1st Aprif,_ 1972, 
under the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Foreign Trade, No. S.O, 946. dated the 1st 
April, 1972. 

And whereas objections and suggestions were invited with- 
in sixty days from the date of publication of the said notifi- 
cation from all persons likely to bo affected thereby; 

And whereas the said Gazette was made available to the 
public on tbe 1st April, 1972; 

An whereas no objections and suggestions were received 
from the public on the said draft; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 6 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government, after consult- 
ing the Export Inspection Council, being of the opinion that 
it is necessary and expedient so to do for the development 
of export trade of India, hereby — - 

(I) notifies that rubber gloves for electrical purposes 
shall be subject to quality control ftnd inspection 
prior to export; 


%. TFrwm — it FtttF 4 tft4p4 4 hiv 7 ^ 
gt-diT'!'” 4 aF4r arft otfrI' it w toF ttt 

uwF 4 ?p44t4 4 4 fcrq 4 rrro te 

T4t= ETg 4 TT ET! TTV-ft TEfTTf 4 TTlfif 3Tf*rtfr (44 1 

3 . Ft4^dt «rr armiT: — - jriIv-mT 4 Fte ete grrrrF 
tt Ft4?et ?rr 4 ^tttFF^tt Ftet "ftott Ft 4 Ftett 
(tttFt4 Ftttt ^rfV FttVe) T'rft.rFrRm-, j 9^3 (1903 
TT 22) TT 1 «TTT 0 4 TSTfifT 4a4r FTTR giTT rrT^rtTFFT 

tttt FtFt4VF 34t Ft4tt 4 4^4 FjrF-rF 1 ^?^ 3rT=Rm- 
TT'34 4 3 ftjst tF, Ftr;; 44 F4t 4V FT^Kfrai'-T FtFt 4%F 
4 TT T cF I 

4. FttVe irFw:— O) Trrsi4rt 4 Frp Era 

gmrF 4 FTrf4 *r4 tt Tiitii'H 4 'Itfit FttFct-tti 

4tt *tt4 4 5ft4 ^tret 4F fVrfVr tart pVi 1 tr^rr 

4 ttft nV Fr^fT 4 44 Ftt FrrfT tFttt 4 F4t444 

4F tNfit FTrfT (tttFt4 Ftttett arfV Fr4^ur) 3iFt4Tw. 

1963 (1903 TT 22) 41 OT7T 7 4 3t 4(T TETTm-TT FTT^BEir 

3rFrraro4 4 4 t44F tt; 4 (FsnF |tp4 |r4 tfttti; srFr- 
TFT T?T TTT 4) FtTT 3 4 FttFsET TTTfFRrT Tl4 
4 Fte ^4 Ttpcf ^rn4 4^ 44 tit i 
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(2) fkFfcr srfcrrr 4 sFppftr e&it ijttt 

aFprrftjrr 4 m *f ^ nt fVsrf^r-wf sFprtfTicr f^eft 
aifr oik 5r^ror ^ ^ 4 ftf rVii stAterm eA 

=^TT7 k#FT I 

(3) FT-fknT (i) ^ artfk ukr f^ff ori^t gkorr oft 

^T-?=T«ncr ( 2 ) 4 amfk 4m Thwrar ^ ^T?n?5r k 

err F ^nr w Tj^i 4f FTok i 

(4) ft-Pfept ( 3 ) 4 mfk f^ff -aifr ’Erkrarr ti mf^r 
17, arf*FRor P-FHT 3 307 fk*rfcT ^rAfT ifw? eH 71 pk 
W r P ^iic P'Rtj Ft) aF|;^[l, ER'hf gt, T 3 fjft7 
FsrfcrFt ^ fVq Fre ^fftt ert Pfr^tt erAf i 

(5) Ar^ft qrf- FFiPkr 17 sm-FRw f^rtf tAft 4 

iAmT erP irrr F? FfrAw er^ 1 ? An? tfter erAtt 

ftAr Af-A ftf jr! PsRTTfT =r rf ^ 1 

(6) fA ArA§n>r ^ tRarn;. ■srP’-'raw *rt ffutet A 

fft 4* Au iprr Ri" 4 Att?- n? ^tffA 4 17 1 - 

eft P-iEiH 3 *4 arrEPRFWr art est ar *-i ; M i <^i -i trA A A eft f^efit 
tftt Aw wl mAcr Ef w iV ^ 4tm 3t-Afpt ( 3 $ 
4 artfk AtfAt erA A AfArt-fAfft 77 nmum' ftA 
erAtt, sffft AnArA tt! AttVt Af tfiPft 4 At P^t 
7 ? An Ao^t Pia? fA eP ertfA 4 ettA 4 q^Fn Att i 

5 . PAP^rnr ETTT 7VFT: — T-T AftA e£ 3f#T 117% ArVt 
ft A (er) At wtA 4 PtAtAft 4 AAr 4, ft or) 44 
tPtcr k, AtfA PtfAt-fiA ^ttt trier ftAAft Arft fift 
A TPTjJ ^TTfp rAw F> An? tAtT F^FFTtf Ar5FTTTF~ A, 
PwiP-id P^ srTTjrrr i 

e. fktf^or irk-irFk iTVr 'P Pfe w 4 w 50 Fik 

4 arsfk T^p p, jtfN erVt i^ffA Pf=7i^ ^ 
ffN ion m4 ^ TVrq 30 t fk aprp k- 4kr ^ PfeftP Ep 
artfk PerP^tt qPk ^P m 1 A fkFr fPP arnFfP 1 

7. aixftw,— (1) p?i 4 | 4 -i 4 ijT-Pd 41 44- (0) 4 arifk TFirtTrETEr 
fitA erA Ep Pfrq arPHtRiFr 4 5^17 4 E-tn^Fr er-^ 1 ^rtPeftt 
3tfP ^ttt qVP ss'-erf Efjp 4 ,- 1 'E'ddi nP mpcF Ep !p nfk? 

Fk P^!n 51 T 4 Aft ttP gpPP?r er7 ParTn-f - ftwr 

E7T FFpiFf Ep P?rr PfF^F 3 E^rPEfTFTp if W EErpERr Sf 

ITT l 

(2) Arrf kp Fii^Ptf 3 EET?'Td®rP Efpp ^rfp | 

(3) arkr 17 isw rAtft ert PetPfwit arPknr fki i 

[F. 6( 7) / 7 > ?=T. pk. ET=rr Pf. tj 

S.O. 158. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control nnd Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22, of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules, namely:— 

1. Short title and commencement. — (1) These rules may 
be called the Export of Rubber gloves for Electrical Pur- 
poses (Inspection) Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force on the 3rd February, 
1973. 
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2. Definition.-— -In these rules, “rubber gloves for electri- 
cal purposes” shall mean all types of gloves, made wholly 
of rubber, used for protection to workers from electrical 
shocks while working on energized conductors and equip- 
ments. 

3. Uusis o( inspection. — Inspection of rubber gloves for 
electrical purposes shall be carried out with a view to 
seeing that the same conform to the standard specifications 
recognised by the Central Government under section 6 of 
the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 
of 1963) and specific requirements of foreign buyers pro- 
vided such specifications do not fall below the specifications 
so recognised. 

4. Procedure of inspection — (1) An exporter intending to 
export rubber gloves for elect! leal put poses shall give inti- 
mation in writing of his intention so to do and submit 
along with such intimation a declaration of the specifica- 
tions stipulated in die export contract relating to such ex- 
port to any of the Inspection Agencies (hereinafter referred 
to as the Agency) recognised under section 7 of the Export 
(Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), 
to enable it to carry out the inspection in accordance with 
rule 3. 

(2) In case the specifications stipulated in the export 
contract are in the form of a sample approved by the 
buyer, the exporter shall accordingly submit a declaration 
with proof along with the approved sample and its charac- 
teristics to the Agency, 

(3) Every intimation and declaration under sub-rule (1) 
and the declaration under sub-rule (2) shall be given not 
less than ten days before the scheduled date of shipment. 

(4) On receipt of the intimation and declaration under 
sub rule (3), the Agency shall carry out the inspection of 
rubber gloves for electrical purposes in accordance with 
rule 3 and instructions, if any, issued by the Export ins- 
pection Council in this regard. 

(5) After completion of the inspection, (he Agency shall 
immediately seal the packages in the consignment in a 
manner as to ensure that the scaled goods cannot be tam- 
pered with. 

(G) If aflcr inspection, the agency is satisfied that the 
consignments of rubber gloves for electrical purposes com- 
plies with the requirements of rule 3, if; shall, within 10 
days of the receipt of intimation and declaration under 
sub-rule (3), issue a certificate of export-worthiness to 'the 
exporter, otherwise the exporter shall be informed in writ- 
ing regarding reasons for rejection, within 3 days of com- 
pletion of inspection, 

5. Place of inspection. — Every inspection under these 
rules shall be carried out cither — 

(a) at the permises of the manufacturer of such pro- 

ducts, or, 

(b) at the premises at which the goods are offered 

by the exporter, provided adequate facilities for 

the purpose exist therein. 

6. Inspection fee. — Subject to a minimum of Rs. 50/- 
for each consignment, a fee at the rate of 30 paise for 
every 100 rupees of F.O.H. value of each consignment shall 
be paid as inspection fee under these rules. 

7. Appeal — (1) Any person aggrieved by the refusal of 
(he Agency to issue, a certificate under sub-rule (6) of rule 
4, may, within 10 days of the receipt of the communica- 
tion of such refusal by him, prefer an appeal to a panel 
of experts consisting of not less than three persons appoint- 
ed for the purpose by the Central Government. 

(2) The quorum of the panel shall be three, 

(3) The decision of the said panel on such appeal shall 

be final. 


[No. 6(17)/71-EI&EP] 
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m. 3TT. is?*— fmmr (sfkVk kV fkksrtrr) 

srhrfmPT, 1963 0963 ! rt 22) kf ^nrr i set t 

ert mkr ?t), kk^r te-ar, kn/r JRrNikf 4 
TjfTTR'f 4 ’fAqfrr-T'f Wrkk fkkror sift ?m%or 4 ftn? 
’hi WrVf mr k Triform in^rai ^?fr f, 

amfcf :— 

0) faker faiVn- srfa^k-Rfa?’) “3mw kw” Ti3, 
Efffa Efik, 

(2) ?Erzrfa fak^TW aff^iror-wATTi. “mk ?V k^T,’’ 
h/i k. teitt E?fa, Ef^rtT-i 

(3) fakk farfatf 3rf»TER n r- J: r?Er, “Rvk k=5i,’ : 
123, Rlfa #5. 3TSTFT-6/ 

(4) fa^fr faifarur ^rfATwr-faek, 13/37, T. fa. ^fa, 

srTEfjEfTST Tfe, ?^fa)-5 

C5) faker fa/faor 3rfRW'9»ff^r, Rk?7 fa'?5fa, 

tr^ietrr nrk ifa EfiffapT-n 

Fr<k«W:— srW-T^En' k kq?r Tru-fak k felt) 
k ^farr k^pek 3if? OTE*ik m eert qrk trer fa^r 
irr^k tf W^Trt' 4 tr^tot 4 faq 3tr*rfa k <?rfa rt? ^ 1%: 

RT? k fa irk rraT7 4 qJETTElt arfanfa f~ I 

[R. 6(17)/71-fa. fa. TR1T fa. k.J 


S.O. 159. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 7 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby reco- 
gnises the following Inspection Agencies for quality con- 
trol and inspection of rubber gloves for electrical purposes 
prior to their export, namely: — 

(1) Export Inspection Agency-Bombay, ‘Amati Cham- 

bers' 113, M. Karvc Road, Bombay-4. 

(2) Export Inspection Agcncy-Calcutta, ‘World Trade 

Centre’, 14/1 B, Ezra Street, Calcutta-1. 

(3) Export Inspection Agency-Madras, ‘World Trade 

Centre’, 123, Mount Road, Madras-6, 

(4) Export Inspection Agency-Delhi, 6B/9, Northern 
Extension Area, Rajinder Nagar, New Delhi-60. 

(5) Export Inspection Agency-Cochin, Manohar Build- 

ing, Mahatma Gandhi Road, Cochin-11. 

Explanation. — In this notification “rubber gloves for elec- 
trial purposes” means all types of gloves made 
wholly of rubber, used for protection to workers 
from electrical shocks while working on energized 
conductors and equipments. 

[No. 6(17)/71-EI&EP] 


«UT. 3TT. 160.— 1 faw (TRlfak fafa*J| far faffaw) 
3ffafaRRT, 1963 (1963 22) fa HITT 17 £T7T 

fafafa qn ufal ^3, faktf TTC=fTR, ^ 37^ fakir 

Opnfark fafaw far fa/far) Wr, 1970 fa sfar fafayR 
Rrfa 4 fans nfi^H T farErfafarir fk^nr f, 3ffar : — 

1 . (i) famk qrr -rnr 3fj2 fafar (Tfafak 
fafaNT far fakswr) fafayR famr, 1973 k i 

( 2 ) 4 7raw fa rwir kt fafer fa ip^r > 


2. ^ rrtn fakir (Rfafafa fafaur far fa/faw) 

falRR, 1970 4) 

(1) fTEprr 9 4 (5) k, 3TRT k 3TEf TraT 

4 q-jfqRr ^TErktsiw 3Rer; ptirikr 
iViT 3fT^n, srirfT :— “TTfknr n) ^ artjk tthert 
ki #rwr 4j xrrfkr qrf ^3- ^ ftpp q5 

vfk? nmfw qRk”, 1 

(2) tkpq- n sf fWRrferrgrr ^ntprr, 

3RTfrE: “TT^ 5Tft affsTOTaT ^TT TT WE 
THTflfET Efk k TWT q?T T? end 3W 

sDrm 4 ar^7 innoTTT 44 ff qri 
Ym sift ^ 4 'fiTEUf ^ 

k^ri kkrrafif sirf krr r 

W. 6(18>/72 k. k. ?t*it k. tf.j 

S.O, 160, — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Export of 
Jute Pioducts (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 197 ‘X 
namely:- — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Jute Pro- 
ducts (Quality Control & Inspection) Amendment Rules, 
1973. 

(2) They shall come into forco on the date of their pub- 
lication in the official Gazette. 

2. fn the Export of Jute Products (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Rules, 1970, 

(i) in sub-rule (5) of rule 9, after the word ‘accordingly’ 
occurring at the end, the following shall be inserted, 
namely: — 

“within three days of the date of receipt of the inti- 
mation and declaration under sub-rule (1)”; 

(>i> In rule 11, the following proviso shall be added 
namely: — 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied it 
shall within the said period of 3 days refuse to 
issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter alongwith the reasons there- 
of”. 

[No. 6(18)/72-EI&EP] 
3iT. 3JT. 161. — ^ffT; fkrffT (ffqiFtfk ^7(7^ 3ffr kk- 

^wt) sitwfEEirrr, 1963 ( 1963 terr 22 ) k am e sm n^rr 

TTT JoaiV WRR k R1J 7W 4 

MTTff 4 ’tkrfrf NI9K q5 kriRT ^ fefq t/fTT JRBr 3 1 H Wqi 

cT4T ERfNk ^ k ?TqTrr-fTTr *1? mrf 3Tt fkTifT 4 ^ ^lfelk 
ki ! Nr/teTtn- sin i 

kV R7T; 4*4fc r \3qw jfksnr 4 ffnj =fH k? ek 

irvitt q^ntj k kV (q^ntfi?? fkspji 

3)1*7 kri'^ur) k^PT, 1964 4 kzpq- u 4 ^qf a f7)- q - ( 2 ) 
sin spnkfsjfr f-fqfer fEikyw k »k ff^ri 4 , 

3Rr: 3RT, gqrf dMfpqH 4 SRpRUf if, 61'fH, 

tFP^TTT ^FfT KTrfRff k BATT^RT: T»fffW f k UTef 5RT 

fTTOTW k srRqnk f?iE rRPTfViTr ^ff k 1 

2 . H^rETT k srrk k fa ^ JRsTTrf 4 k‘ kk 
3ukr tit TpTTT ikk k km qTciT kk ®kkr g?r 
31nV 4 r^rpt k rnffer 4 k?r kr 4 km kkk fkk- 
qtrRf “mk ker” 14/1 k, tj^nr ( B irr k 1 

i n ei ) q-d'^ffT-i k kr frknr 1 
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TOFT 

* 

ayFaFF Fa Fry yFt FaFFtoi F fFf, 

(2) ?y ynV F aytw tf Fiy no fAiTcr-?m taF Faria 
(FaFFtoU Faya, 1973 4 ttttw 4 yaytc FaFFtot 4 aw wit 
4} FffFA"FFFr A< di At tj'F fATTA-ATT A? < TY 1 Af <4 I ‘ 1 FayT 
yyat, 

(3) ATtFFy AT TOY W#! YTAaF ft ?WTA-AT? 4 Z&rf 4 

Fy^ ytaa FFNtfVf 4 ty 4- w Fat, 

( 4 ) 3T^RfE#r wjiw 4 to^aa 4, rttf FaiFF tft p^- 
w 4 tyyF at FarIa w yFaFr^t acat, yy aa 'Ns yaF 
aw rFatFy atatt ^wirr, Fay^t (aaFyaF Fayay -srfr FaFF- 

fpu yFaFaYY, 1963 (1963 AT 22) aF ART 7 4 toFFa - «T 
UFA yFaaiyF tF it FaFF PA slTTT F 4 AT WAT fY 3TTOY ITT 
YYTY9Y A ft Fa ^PTTY ATT <F TOft FAYfn-AtiY ^ I 

3 . fw an^TT aF aF? 4 ■># ay AT=fF aFta 4 Fy 3 tFF ?wty- 
TTR Ri TTTTT 4 AA -i^aI 4 FayFy ft YT*^ AtjF’ f WF, F«TYAT 

aFy yFyT fA.-TI^fi i{^Y 1251 7Y4 ?F yFwA A ft I 

4. ^W arPvTT ft 1, ‘‘fPTTA-ATT <Hft” it A Ii fY, Y’tcT't, 4 Tllcl H , 

F y-a c '-i Fay at FaiR toy itwy jtaIy *F frni ya^ta, trj 
4 Rfa wFfY AT %A, Act ^ fPTTA YrF fATTT MaNa 
AA f arfAstar fW 1 

atpKt 

FayFy (aatFy^F Fayay yFF FaFF$ty yFaFayy, 1963 aF tnrr 
17 ft TOftA TOY’ AFt Act YWtFaA FaYaF at hw : — 

1. dfy TAT ATA (TO YAW.— fA Fa'AaT AT ATA fWTY-ATT 
ff5 Tilt FAYfY (FAlFiffY) FaYR, 1973 4 I 

2. YFrHTRT.— fA FaYaF rf fWA-ATT 7 AyF it WT, TORTA, 

a ci 1 a a, drr-Anr Fya at FaiR at w mrtr^tr h a! a 4 Fay 
a^ 4 wFpr at tFita, ^4 57 ? fTWAmt frirr FeiFaFa^ 
TTrt aif wdA rW 1 

3. FArt^nA AA atTATT. — fPTTA"ATT 4 TTTT t AA FArt^TA A1 
'} , '«m a? Faa Fatat atytt Fa? d FaaFa (TAiF^dl Faaw arfr 
FAutt^TA) arFtrFAAW, 1963 Ait WTT 6 4 anftw TTTATTT 
^ ah I ATWAF Ml'-w Fa Fa 1 (FTTAAlt 5 TTA5 ATATA ATAA> Fa Fd" _ 

AifT 6AT ^ ar^TAT 4 I 

4 . F*iVJqpTr Ait HFwnr.— ( 1 ) iwta att 4 twF 4 FaaIa aa 
arrow rod at at FawFa Awf rtw Airt 4 and arrow 
FaFstt 4 y^at 4 aw rfrt FwaFa d wFw dFwT aatt 
ini wi FqFAdVf 4 w4 Ff Akro, FwwfA (ArotWt Faww 

arfr FArt^nr) 3 tFaFaw, 1963 (1963 att 22 ) Art to 7 ^ 

awitA atwatotat FaFFtot arFwrof 4 d Fwft yb aF, Farrt 
fA 4 awta arFww At at 4( ap aat 4, ^at, atFat 
p Fawa 3 4 ar^ATT FaFFtoi ttaF ttat aw ?t aw FaF?- 
TOr 4 Fay Y^at wt w uFtr at a! ‘att tFw, i4 / i 4f 

YTTT Ajts, WWT-1, AT aiAA dWf, 113 A#f Aid 4 d?, 
AT wdfT FaF^W, AfTTAT ATtft, (HfAyTA aMa- 11, 
AT 6 Ft 19 A Fa-, d- TiFa'YT AWT, Af 4 FYwft-60 AT FwY FtoaFF 

FaaFa FArt^nr aFta^ 4 Faattaa AAAfAA At dw ^at i 


(2 ) a ' iFh a a ( 1) 4 artftA taw t^^at aat aFtot #t- 
ta Ait arApfAA AirtrA d aw d aw 10 Fw Afd dt TOFft l 

Yd A# dt FAAfAAArf AAT StFwTO 5TTT AAR AWT AWT itf, 
fATTA AT? TTaF, dAi Fwi FaAT. FAltTOI 4 FAA dATT T^ ATYd 

(3) 3MFA A A (2) 4 Ylftw T^AAT A^TT aFtTO 9TW fW AT 
^rFwM, FaAA 3 AAT FaaPa FArt^rW aFtP 3TTT AAW 

aaw at wrt Fw ay FA?'roF 4 arAprr, FaFFtot ^t^Fat i 

(4) aF^ FaFFtot 'll, artwror Ad as rw ft Fa; uaaa 
ar d mt Fawt 3 twt Ftw FawFa FArt^AA tFrA^rnr 
FyF ay apVF wt 3d?A3rt 4 arApr a# t, At w aaFaw 
( i) d anttw t^aat nw aw at wt atFat Ait Antgr FFa 
Fta 4 FFtt FaFtia tw d 1 3 t^att FaaPwat wt t^aat 

^AT I 

(5) FaFFtoi thwa .-at arFwrrA aa atitata ft 
aat f“ Fa; fWA-AiT d rert att qrVr Faaa 3 att ard^Aart 
at anpriAA atat f“ At p andt dtw d ttVt At dFw aFat 
twt FatFtot 4 tit ft rod At drA Fta a! FFat aaVt aF 
FawiVarw aFFta atF 377 , FhaFaa of 4 ttatdtw dw : 

TTA^ A?f arFAATOT AA p - WTT AA AATO1A AjfF fjaiT 
AST dtA FfA At AAA 3 wFy d dtAT dw TTATOW dd d 
fAAT AT dAT AWT 3Ad FeW ATTO *TATd ^ FAwfrrAAf At p 

arrdrfFA At t^ttat dwr 1 

5. FaVFtot at fmta.— ta FaaaF 4 iwtYAF 4 Fht? pw- 
wt 4 ndi at FatVa dw FdF=mfw d aFtwt at Fart 
«iiy at 1 

e. FaFFtot Atw.—fw FaraF 4 Faya 4 4 y#t pror- 
att 4 ttoF 4 FaFFtot d Ftt^ dd wJa aFtw d itAYdAT 
Fait^a tj^ya d aFa 100 a. d Ftto o.so dd dF yt d 
aFy, 5iF aa d aa ioochF ap) ftdF, FaFF^y dFrr d m 
df dF atyFF 1 

7. ardFw.— a) Faya 4 d ayFaya (5) d wdtA stFy- 

ATY fTA YATYRY dd d fYAT AT dd d wFyA A?d WiFw 
AAAt dd fATT dF T^YAT FAwd d 10 FfA 4 vftAT, d^ftw 
ATATT SfTTT, p YYtAA 4 FaY Y*TT aFaa AY d AY dfA 
wFatyF d FatoyF d Fay rF arttY at Adwr 1 

(2) ddt arFFw at Fay at FtFaayy arFYA ftn i 

[A. 6120171-Fa. Fa. ART Fa. A1 

S.O. 161. — Whereas the Central Government is of opin- 
ion that it is necessary and expedient so to do for the deve- 
lopment of the export trade of India, in exercise of the po- 
wers conferred by section 6 of the Export (Quality Control 
and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963) that steel wire ropes 
should be subject to quality control and inspection prior to 
export; 

And whereas the Central Government has formulated the 
proposals specified below for the said purpose and has for- 
warded the same to the Export Inspection Council as re- 
quired by sub-rule (2) of rule 11 of the Export (Quality 
Control and Inspection) Rules, 1964; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the said sub-rule, the 
Central Government hereby publishes the said proposals for 
the information of the public likely to be affected thereby. 

2. Notice is hereby given that any person desiring to for- 
ward any objection or suggestion with respect to the said pro- 
posals may forward the same within thirty days of the date 
of publication of this order to the Export Inspection Council 
‘World Trade Centre’ 14/1-B, Ezra Street, 7th floor, Calcutta-1. 
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Proposals 

(1) To notify that steel wire ropes shall be subject to 
quality control and inspection prior to export; 

(2) To specify the type of inspection in accordance with 
the draft Export of Steel Wire Ropes (Inspection) 
Rules, 1973 set out in Annexure to this order as the 
type o£ inspection which shall be applied to such 
steel wire ropes; 

t3) To recognise the Indian or other national standards 
as standard specifications for steel wire ropes; 

(4) To prohibit the export, in Ihe course of internatio- 
nal trade, of any such steel wire ropes, unless the 
same are either accompanied by a certificate issued 
by any one of the Agencies recognised by the Cen- 
tral Government under seclion 7 of the Export 
(Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 
1963) to the effect that the steel wire ropes are ex- 
port-worthy, 

3, Nothing in this order shall apply to the export of sam- 
ples of steel wire ropes to prospective buyers, the f.o.b. value 
of which docs not exceed one hundred and twenty-five. 

4. In this order “steel wire ropes" shall mean, ropes manu- 
factured by sending steel wires, with or without fibre core, 
used for haulage, winding, hoisting, oil well drillings or for 
any other allied use. 

ANNEXURE 

Graft rules proposed to be made under section 17 of the 
Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963. 

1. Short title and commencement. — These rules may be 
culled the Export of Steel Wire Ropes (Inspection) Rules, 
1973. 

2. Definition. — In ihcse rules ‘steel wire ropes’ shall mean, 
ropes manufactured by stranding steel wires, with or without 
tibro core, used for haulage, winding, hoisting oil well drill- 
ings or for any other allied use. 

3. Basis of Inspection. — Inspection of Steel Wire Ropes 
shall be carried out with a view to seeing that the same con- 
form to the specifications recognised by the Government un- 
der section 6 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (hereinafter referred to as the standard specifica- 
tion). 

4. Procedure of Inspection. — (1) An exporter intending to 
export steel wire ropes shall give intimation in writing of his 
intention so to do and submit along with such intimation 
the declaration as to the agreed specification of the export 
contract, to any ono of the Inspection Agencies recognised 
under section '7 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspec- 
tion) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963) hereinafter referred to as the 
Agency, to enable it to carry out the inspection in accord- 
ance with rule 3 and shall simultaneously forward a copy of 
the intimation for inspection to the nearest office of the Ex- 
port Inspection Council either at ‘World Trade Centre’, 
14/1-B, Ezra Street, Calcutta-1 or at ‘Aman Chambers', 113, 
Maharshi Karve Road, Bombay-4 or at Manohar Buildings, 
Mahatma Gandhi Road, Ernakulam, Cochin- 11 or at 6B/9, 
Northern Extension Area, Rajindcr Nagar, New Delhi-60. 

(2) Every intimation and declaration under sub-rule (1) 
shall be given not less than ten days before the expected date 
of shipment. The consignment of steel rope wires shall be 
kept ready for inspection without being packed wherever agre- 
ed to by the exporter and the Agency. 

(3) On receipt of the intimation and declaration under 
sub-rule (2), the Agency shall carry out the inspection of 
steel rope wires in accordance with rule 3 and the instruc- 
tion in this behalf issued by the Export Inspection Council 
from time to time. 

(4) If on inspection, the Agency is of opinion that the 
steel wire ropes do not comply with the requirements of rule 
3 and the instructions issued in this behalf by the Export Ins- 
pection Council, it shall intimate the exporter accordingly in 
writing within three days of the date of receipt of the inti- 
mation and declaration under sub-rule (1). 
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(3) Certificate of Inspection, — When the Agency is satis- 
fied that the consignment of steel wire rope complies with 
the requirements of rule 3, it shall seat the consignment with 
its seal and issue within three days of completion of inspec- 
tion, a certificate to the exporter declaring that the consign- 
ment is export-worthy. 

2. Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied it 
shall within the said period of three days refuse to issue such 
certificate and communicate such refusal to the exporter along- 
with the reasons therefor, 

5. Place of Inspection. — Inspection of steel wire ropes for 
the purposes of these rules, shall be carried out only at the 
premises of the manufacturer. 

6. Inspection Fee. — A fee at the rate of 50 paisc for every 
one hundred rupees of the f.o.b. value of each such consign- 
ment, subject to a minimum of Rs. 100/- shall bo paid as 
inspection fee for inspection of steel wire ropes under rule 
4 of these rules. 

7. Appeal — (1) Any person aggrieved by the refusal of 
the Agency to issue a certificate under sub-rule (5) of rule 
4, may, within ten days of the receipt of the communication 
ol‘ such refusal by him, prefer an appeal to a panel of ex- 
perts consisting of not less than three persons, as may be 
constituted for the purpose by the Central Government. 

(2) The decision of the panel on such appeal shall be final. 

[No. 6/20/71-El & EF] 

*st. m. 162 .— Surfer ORiiWt ariV 

srPm^unr, 1963 (1903 rtt 22) qtf ym 17 rw 

Tr’hfxH'f uyfy RRrf 57 ?, Rafter tt 737T7. YBrT bwr 4 *{ 7 f- 

RlfoTHT TfRTTUT IT. RR. 3fT, 358, BTlW 

28 sum 1 ?, 1966 4 RUT WliW RSl-fin (TUT RRUIT) fririfff 
(truVr) fannT, 1965 arfr TRrfw 4 wm 

farTTfafarr fcuur «umft 4 1 , awfvi; — 

1. rr famr! rr rut RSfftrT (un rrtrt) f-urfu (fWt- 

$mr> Tudnur 'putr, 1973 t 1 

2. Riefirr (TTR RRTRT) frurffT (fR7#$FR) frUUT, 1965 4, 

anrf (1) 1 4 (1) yft (2) 4 “1905” 

4 WET T7 “i960” afq; 77# STITpi, 

(2) T'RRR 6 4 W R7 fcuur 775T REFTT. 

arvfq; ; — 

“0. Ttrr §r 4 3r*Jfir r 5 fen? 
RNPf qfor, RRfftT (TUT RRIRT) 4 RU#R! 50 ‘hwfrrUT 
RT TRTRi RUT R? I'rit; 0 - 75 rV ffM^ H 

r 5 TeTQ fdWTcMT 20 7T, artfur fMf | 

HI. 6(21)/72-frT. fy. TTVT t*T. ¥ ] 

S.O. 162, — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following rales further to amend the Export of Gum Karaya 
(Inspection) Rules, 1965, published with the notification of 
the Government of India in the Late Ministry of Commerce 
No. S.O. 358 dated the 28th January, 1966, namely :■ — 

1. These rules may be called the Export of Gum Karaya 

(Inspection) Amendment Rules 1973. 

2. In the Export of Gum Karaya (Inspection) Rules, 1965, 

(i) in sub-rule (1) and (2) of rule 1, for the figures 
“1965”, the figures “1966” shall be substituted - 
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(ii) for rules 6, the following rule shall be substituted, 
namely : 

“6. Inspection fee — The fees chargeable for inspec- 
tion under these rules shall be 0.75 paise for 
every 50 kg. or part thereof of the Gum Karaya, 
subject to a minimum of Rs. 20 for each con- 
signment. 

[No. 6 (21) /72-EI&EP] 

mrr. air. ifl3. — fVqffT (mmfWf fansnor 3ifV 
arhrfBmN, 1963 0963 tt 22 ) $ttt 17 pBT7T bpbt BfVdBf 
mr Tnrfcr <*>< n 577 , ^V/fm b7btt, 5 to in •rf’<T*r anV 'fieiBOPm 
f^rfer cf^rTt^w) fVBB, 1970 if ariV irtHtb sjmf ^ tup, 

pdffTTi I f^TFofvlfsrrr fRBB BNElff £ Wp; ; — 

1. (1) fT fVBBf TT BTB ‘gPEB B^BBT’ arfl dfcNhmD 

fVmfB (fWf^PJT) BSflfepT fW, 1973 t I 

(2) if OfTT if B^f BT yTea ml n^m gfif l 

2. gFTPrr b^ebt 3if7 ptBrnmi famfir (fVrfsmr) Vebb-, 

1970 $ fBBB 4 qf P9fBBB (4) if fdHfclfgB 
4 Beyri vjll awi7[ : — 

"97B£ snjr arftrew bn ?b mfm bbtotb BgV ft 9 tbt 

if, TfT Tg 24 95TB B? Bdl 3*RT at dftT B? ai O p'*0 

bbfint W it gmm bp Vbt -arfr p“iff gmmf 4 
wi tort 372 pirmf yq^Rr fBBfnrnrrf mt Vbt r 
[it. fl(24)/72-f=r. h. bbt tV. V.] 

Or. b 5. «fr. pbbtb 7, BN-fVpVt; (tVuftr ifm^fB) 

S.O. 163. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following rules, further to amend the Export of Steel Tubes 
and Tubulars (Inspection) Rules, 1970, namely: 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of ‘Steel 
Tubes and Tubulars (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 
1973. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the official Gazette. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Steel Tubes and Tubulars 
(Inspection) Rules, 1970 to sub-rule (4) the following proviso 
shall be added, namely : — 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied it 
shall within the said period of 24 working hours 
refuse to issue such certificate and communicate 
such refusal to the exporter alongwith the reasons 
therefor.” 

[No. 6(24)/72-ET&EP] 
M. K. B. BHATNAGAR, Dy Director. 


fcmm, aiNTm-Vrom bit bu b t ub ) 

20 p^TTS 1 , 1972 

sjtpV 

nrr. an. 164.— mfsff am. 4. f Vrgfcr , Tfrffy i qjVrcr 
b^tb 4 V#, arfrBTBTp ml (i) irVre 1 V 5 fir. iff. V mm 
V. pB. q^r. ^ tff./ift. am. iff. p. Vferr ( 2 ) V- 
5 fV. iff. aifr fmV aifum fiBR-s m iffm-fi m eg Bmrarl miff 
V. bb. rnr, p it. r^terr b? ammr 4 flip d 1 $ if y msm 1 / 
'ff/q/8025577/lff/pW, (2) V / P / 8025578 / lft/tTW T (3) 

V/p/8025579/lfr/pw BB BR fpdlV 9-3-1971 p^B 1 BrW: 
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(1) 10,000 15. (2) 10,067 15. arfl (3) 11,333 15. fdHfmffclR 

tmif 1 4 anffm anrf fmp bp V 

“inj et l f li’l T fTT =mf ^ 3T«fV ^tt? fV^iT amir f“ iV 
■rrV> anfV amrra' Vfrp ryp tr*r tt 

mrqfrr Vmr BufituTnV V th ^mnV u fmuT 
-am 01 farmrrf wr 53m amVdMB V fTUT w f" 
‘NraV 3 ntm ti mg mfVrr amf m^rr f, 
arfl iffiT mT rnTTET 3T.fl ^ VlT) ‘NfniT 

ampir fVp mfVrr anff Vrm irtt f ami 
VmK mrV mV tte 1 ^ mmsrfV V but 
irniftnr Vfmr arr iimm f irmr 3rmrr wYf bet 
mVf V J 7t ^rr anpmT m ^r/f ttVt 
famr btp > it m ’t'mrfi' 

if 3-tRET mrr ^ arBjTfV iff afrprff 1 iHVr 
TTI <' ^ TTR Cmf V 2 II TEBTr BITTTmfr i =hp ipE *W 
mBrnfm vTT|TfTmrV fwr fVmNrr fVirfnr 
ktn V fVm ampTr 1 Higii'mnV <difTi'€ V 
atran qr ammr fW bp btit ^ 'TTbIb arfi 
m B-tii B mr mfVm Verr Virnffirr iM if uVe aiV 
if V mBfarm BifwtV bt fWf 
ifwrfm mf pV BBT qf Wi 

<'mi bI bit RT?y inuf fBTTT fVrVV f'qnrr 

arm i” 

2 . bn bbbV pn 5 miTDr mtirarf W b. 1/86/71/ 
3Tlf PT PB/tpT fVlfm 31-7-71/0-8-71 Bf 7[Bvf f77 BlVf 
fqTBT BBT BT fV 15 fVBt V VfBI ^f fBBB BnTB Bfmr fV 
BBBrf BNTB fVrp BP 3BRT BTfVTT fTT amm 97 mfiT B 
Tjq BT7 Bfif fV BBT 0, BB «T7T (iff iff) Vf TETp" ^ 
3TBjBTI Biffrf Bu< <aWI BBT-f V WET Vf B/fV 4 fid =6 ( if 

3fiV wifmr qrmf 4 ftrp aBff^ir B^ffm/f beb mrV 

qf ferp fVfTBB wbtbt b# bA i 

3i BBTB BBTarf BffVB V B '?I [BI 7 B^faff 

3m. /d ir/k arfVBiBN 4 bbV bb froim 21-8-1971 
fBBT mg grihr qmf fp Tbbtb beWtb bibtt fVBT if 
fV 3 T#f arffBffVm s-fm aifi'JiHN if pm Errs btbt bn 
ferm ^ arfi pnft aifW BffV 4000 b. V i^m Vf Bkfim'f 
Bf bbV ttb f 1 

4. artlffTBT^r/f ^ TW SWBEfpB Vf TBETT^fi BEB BT7 

iff t 3ifY ?ir ufrarpT it bti/bi g 11 BB%ff am, V. 5 V iVfsr, 
anVirnTN V armf btbIb mt be[ miV flip mrfiff btb b 
B nV B3TP aiiV PbV 9TB 4000 15. Vf BPffB/f iff BgV g“ 
aifi gmtBp fmsrBTtffB nidtfp ffmr BfV?Bf m fup bptb 
fVp bp ^ BB^rf pV BgV bt/V - i 

5. Tm 0 iff mVe *n i 4 1, arf pre 'mgT bbt [f BBmf kbet if^ 
tttV 377 anrfgTiTr^r/f bt^ f fB: fVBBnfh- Bifif'B 

9T7 VV Blfgp BT 3fErBlVf BBfqV B7 ifrf BlffP^ I TB^Bp, 
aTBfpTBT^r/f’ 3TIBET (PdBBB) 3fTpV, 1955 Vf BT7T 9 BB 

bttt (iff Vf) V BpBT arfpBmf mT bbIb mnf 377 nVVf 
am. V. gVr^'far, Viffp^T p/finr ^ arfiBiBN qrf 
BtV fVp Bp BT^Wr BBBTp 1 "ff/p/80255.77, 4f/p/a025578 
ai/l ^0/8025579 BBBT fVdl’d/ 9-3-1971 BpB BBB: 
(1) 30,000 75, (2) 10,667 75. arfr (3) 3 3 ,333 75. V PB^ ^ITB 
7yp mTBT if I 

[B. 1/86/71139^ Nr P"B / P T 95./l378] 

V'. iff. BiNff i f g-q- i[BB fBBBm. 
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(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of Imports Si Exports) 

Bombay, the 20th July, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 164.— Licences Nos. FA/8025577/C/X, (2) PA/ 

802.578/C/X, (3) PA/8025579/CX all dated 9-3-1971 of the 
value of Rs. 10,000/- (2) Rs, 10,667/- and Rs. 11,333/- res- 
pectively for import of (1) P.Q.M.S.B.P./C.R.C.A. Sheets 
below 5 m.m. in thickness (2) F.Q.M.S. Plate skilled or 
semi skilled quantities in thickness 5 mm and above were 
issued to M/s, R. K. Industries, Behind Chctipura Police 
Station, Aurangabad subject to the conditions as under; — 

“this licence is issued subject to the condition that all 
items of goods imported under it shall be used 
only in the licence holder’s factory, at the address 
shown in the application against which the licence 
is issued; and for the purpose for which the licence 
is issued or may be processed in the factory of 
another manufacturing unit, but no portion there- 
of shall be sold to any other party or utilised or 
permitted to be utilised in any other manner. The 
goods so processed in another factory shall how- 
ever, be utilised in the manufacturing process 
undertaken by the liccncee. The licencee shall 
maintain a proper account of consumption and 
utilisation of the goods imported against the 
licence in the prescribed manner and produce such 
account to the sponsoring authority or any other 
concerned authority within such time as may be 
specified by such authority". 

2. Thereafter, a show cause notice No. 1/86/71 /I&S/Enf/ 
dated 31-7-1971/9-8-1971 was issued asking them to show 
cause within 15 days as to why the said licences in their 
favour should not be cancelled on the ground that they 
have not made any firm arrangement for securing land 
factory premises and required machinery for setting up the 
unit in terms of Clause 9, sub-clause (cc). 

3. In response to the aforesaid show cause notice, M/s. 
R. K. Industries, Aurangabad had, by their letter dated 
21-8-1971 furnished a detailed explanation stating that they 
have secured one Plot in the Industrial Area Aurangabad 
and also possess machineries worth Rs. 4,000/-, including 
hand tools. 

\ The undersigned has carefully examined the said re- 
presentation and has come to the conclusion that M/s. R, K, 
Industries, Aurangabad have not taken effective steps to 
start their Industry and they are also not having existing 
machinery worth Rs. 4,000/- and hence the licences in 
question will not serve the purposes for which they have 
been granted. 

5. Having regard to what has been stated in the pro- 
ceeding paragraph, the undersigned is satisfied that the 
licences in question should be cancelled or otherwise ren- 
dered ineffective. Therefore, the undersigned, in exercise 
of the powers vested in his under Clause 9 sub-clause fee) 
of the Imports (Control! Order 1955 hereby cancel the 
licences Nos. P/A 8025577, P/A-8025578 and P/A 8025579 
all dated 9-3-1971 for Rs. 10.000/- (2) Rs. 10.667/- and 
Rs. 1 1.333 /-issued in favour of M/s. R. K. Industries, Be- 
hind Chetipura Police Station, Aurangabad. 

[No. 1/86/71 /LfcS/Enf/1378] 
B, C. BANERJEE, Dy. Chief Controller. 


(<fa?R 

20 snJVr, 1972 

m. m. ifi5r3i)i (fai-far.- qft? fa Wf 44 htw, fafa 3ffa- 
fasPT 1970 (1970 44 39) 3ft tITTT 159 4ft 3>T»JT?T C3) s?T7T 
fapftfaT BI7TT B7447 4) 3Tlfa tfW’T 4ft 3ffalHndl 

ft. 5240, fafa- 25 H4*47 1971 ft REf RT77T 4? 3ETTm7ar 

rrmTsr hrt 2, 13^ 3, (2), farhr 23 1971 ft 

tpss 3167 ft 3226, 1 fPU BfafacT fa“4T fall «JT, 


aft? m-. RTvnwfr: prorfarr ftft 4Tft Eftt sftWft 

ft apftr aftc 25 smft 1972 to anftffar faft Rfa 

ft> 

aft? sr?r: fawf q/r ptot 344 ttspet ^tet tehit 44 

25 ndi-df 1971 ft dM el =<l 417 fan EBl *IT ( 

aft? RTT: aifar 3ft7 BpTTT anftfaf 4??ft ft rnftsFlpf 34- 
BJ4TT fafafafa imW 14 4><4 fa 1972 TO, fa?r B 7447 ft, 
BTiih faw w 4ft fa 4 ;. 3 it. 89 fa frrrter 

2 1972, Sit HTTeT 4? 3TRmT7tir TEPEf BET 2, TsPtg 3, 3T- 

srnr (2) rnffa- 2 1972 ft far 229 9T MfafarT ^ 

^ f I 

3ffV *TfT: RTffe- 2 4574ft 1972 4? 34rT 7TTO4 ffRT 3f1rrBfa4T 
'ddd! ft dMel'd 4)7 1 ft fa r ft | 

3ftV faf; 34R fam ft 4T7 1 ft iffaT ft RPR aifaf affa 
BfaFlft 47 4ftfa 737447 ^TTT ?4'4T7 fan TOT »IT : 

afTf: TO, fae affafapT, 1970 0970 44 39) 4^ WT7T 159 

srrer tp-farot 44 train 417ft fa? 4fak H7447 
faftfetfarq fatpif TOTffi ft, aEtfa — 

faxnr, 1972 

XfVRTXf i 

jmfatpn 

1. ftfavr BET 3lf7 OTTHf ! Cl) &T ,471 TffajxR BTB 

faiEr, 1972 1 

(2) ^ sfar 

4 faBB- 1972 4ft spfa ^ far ufa i 

fatET 21, farTHT 49 ft efar 53 fl^, fa^nT 73 fW 
fa^PT 93 ft efa7 105 R45 faR41T 3lfwfrpEr 4ft WfT: W7T 
12 4ft RTtlfTT (2), HT7T 13 4ft RTOTTT (2), OTTT 28, UT7T 68 
4NT tJT7T 125 ft faw 1 32 R4S ft TPREtr RTf RPlV sft BfaTl' 
gift farpft ft Pfaxf 4ft I 

2, dfaviW f : 5PT TPfi fa ft 3R4I 3Pff^Pr R St 
fa'TRl' ft,— 

(4i) “afttifRBTr” ^rfanftr ft ^iffrfaBrr 1970 

(1970 44 39), 

(TsD “TTfafarr 4rpftfEr” ft sifapftr ft faRE 4 ft R*jt 

fqfafafa 44BTftpr 44 BfafafT 47TBffp!r , 

(fa “4T^” ft S E TT ftrf tftft ftt TRpf 4T BTfaft Sift 4^ft ftt 
faftr, faftdft 4T Bffaxr gft ^TST jft Rprf ^ ■HT ^ 

(fa “w” ft twfanftr ft 3P^fa ft fafaffaB 

wm 1 

(fa) ft arfaftfr ft fa- fafaft 4ft , 

(fa “tmi” ft sifantfr ft Tftrfafar fti 1 tmT : 

(0) ft 4^ fa fRfaft ft STBps; ft- ftfapf ?4ft 

ftWffaf tft’ ft d^ft 41W; 4ft arft ftft ft- ?rr srfafafar ft 
fat fa ft 1 
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fEtpr : ^e fEERT rf ^re ewet wVNte 

i‘ w4 f^RTq, xrm rf ETT^rf^rr et, arMwr 4 

*44 ft qrffrm ’priVe fiET ertt ft i 

4. RT[?irE jute^er (l) RREfcrE Err er^tr 

erjeVe— 

(1) EIRT 43, 44, 51, 53, GO, G5, fi?, 125, 153 RET 154 

4 anfr-T R ofR if fo r T f fTpE EtH^RER 4 , 3t#t 
inir RRjfEit?Ef 4 fare, jrErfwtE 4fra e re die er 
E^rcte jr wee weRee ^rt farERf shfiE 
TEhnrr 3rt rf— 

(*5) 4fja ^ ?E9 3TT#f! fERET EERT if JR iW 
ERRHR JR arttlETH ER R^r- WR if, JIT 

(SO Jifq anrhpr 4 jr # f etifEcwl' 4 wre 
rf Rjpi ET f fRET Wfirf TEfwr gWr^TT 

ETR MUlV mc'Ap 4> 'r^rcj 31144=1' 3' 1 tl f*-i*utt ‘film 
f“ ET SEE? EREER JR ’3ltw ER R5E WET 
f, ET 

(R) Jiff etre rf et4rr; re amr EofE^t 41 
T^iT? =rrr eriet? et sfRETre m ^ trie e 
i nt 4fra f fere sre 3 r4re; 4 aifnW jttt 

JIT 3tTi E^ERR EE EER4TR EE arj R^jE WEI if; 

ret 

(2) ettt 43, 44 , 51 52 , eo, cs, 63, 125 , 153 ret 154 

aftjfE srrrWiW 4 fere 4^ ^referE ee 

R,<5ET?TE ihrr 1 

( 2 ) wfoER (i) rf arnriV^a f^ft ekt ^ ijtf ft re 
re?i 3?rrerr REEffE tim 74 Rf etert ( 3 ) *4 EETRjf 

e$ 3 e^tte wtWtt e f^ Rmf ee ren 4 fere 3 iMw 4 arftE 
Eft tfT p f qi ftj E f 4 feTE ER^EE EEEfEE EETWT 4 4fw 

ERJlferE" EE JpgETeTE' ffET I 

9. EifRW »i f^R ret — ueJri tA^it JEfER art arfE'fHEii jit 
?e fcrWf f TTwifnET EnfEiffE-f if ttm^et erf? ttuN 
4a'^Tff htet rf nriTr?r ^ t 'tttt l h : rjf«r^ r4 ^tt oif? 

RTEfVf^ir jit 4a5^ 4 TrRrtiw mfl- HJihiof 4 fVrrj r# 
tet gr Rn jfmf Vi i it TiwfrtTir wriW jit 45^^ ^irr ret ttftt 

RT TT^Tt I tfllT RET E Rl4 TTR f-TERRi RR JT?" ETHER E^f" 
fWf ?RI RE ?E*ff iff RRjfRT^f JR 4a^ RR RRjfRT^f Rif JR Wlf 
JJTflTR W- 3WRT 3|fnfEJrE JR $E f'ERnf Rl amffE Ef EEf 

4 fflE 3Rtt^TE Riff T^RET iff 1 

6 . RHI|4e Bfwi RVT ^ERff RrfRW : (1) aiErj f EJ( -M ET ?E 
fE^TRf ^ anffE 4^Ja RRJRER rf ET fERRRi 3TW fWf 3TW 

c 4 V'TR 4 ETRR RlVo <1 f r RE Erf, Tjflf Epf JR ^rf ?<j4 ail4 Ri T H ij 

RlftT^E JR 3l4fVR ^4r 5 r4rE, TfRET JR 3FJT EFRTRE ET^ET 
STTT JR *TR ^RTRT RTR^'ER RRJR HE i R? Rjf RR fRJRRRi r 4 JR 
EE wf 1 ® r 4 vfnff ET ERfrff 3ffl €TRi ^TRT rfif ETR 1 RR RE 
EETR fRRR EJR, Ef^T RET JR f^RT RET RRVRT 3RTRTT 

fW ERE R| RE fERrf RR! 3 r4^E, RL'RET JR ^Rr4e ERR 
^ RTTf^ff 3E^ER rf RfR^E RR f^JR RET ffET I 9^ ifEf Elf 
Rff4R Ri<4 rI ffTR 54 E I RlfE <!i RiRET RTTR^f fl lj II TRi d?9 | <1 RRR 
ffnm RE STRi rf JTE f^JR RET ET I 

( 2 ) Et, 4fRa RfarraR rf ^9 Rf RR 

3TERT Veer 5 4 anffE fjyr rr EP~ffc 4 fVrrj Rrrf Rf rr 

33 G of 1—4. 


arEE arfufEER- JR ?E ffERf 4 E#T 4i|ERTTfj|V 
rf fcfiff ETf^T JR ffrfff Rif 3E 3Rfi?T ET ffrhr Rf t^EET 
rf ff 9 R 9 3TEET R I fill 4 fER fff RR Rf RR fff JT^ ffiff 

?ci fisR (H<T'TET 4 Elf rf JR! RRIRT ETRRT ffi ^R" RR dff n RR f 
RET i f 04 1 RET if 1 I 

7. tffR:— ( 1 ) 4fj? ff9 Elf 4 fE 9 3TfR RE*f 3 r4tE 4 ffTR 

RET 3TW fREEf f ffR T^TEf far? 2lf ffEEE ^ 3TtffE Rffff ff 

anff arff^TE 4 1 , ff Eifufl Rrfrf eer 3n^ff rf fnfRrf'^fR 
Ri 3FpRR Tfff I 

( 2 ) (R5) 3T?RrfEJTR 4 SlffE ff ETfRlff R^ff ER^ <ff 

ET RRiMf JR RR^EE RTRlfEE RR ffEERi Rrf fjf RffsTTcf 
JR Rl W^l Eis r < 5RTTT ET f*RT ER) Rif fjR iff 3|*^^f-qri 4*^5 
Rf , if WTE rf ffEE ft E?T ffl ER^fRr ETJffEE fwE 

4 1 , r<4 <4 RR e N lRi s d JR ffi ^RTRT Rffnf Rif RffsTTsf 
f ff 3RE RR ET S 3 TRR ETffiEfsTESRRTffETfRRJr? RRRR 
ETTJRT ffi RfW 3E RTRf?R Et ff ^ fER RTRfer Rif ET? 

Rff3R?fR JR S^RTE JR f% fEEEE ^ RTRT WTRi 4 RE^ 
3TEJTET rf R^E RET ifcR I 

(!E) ffE fVf JR g^RiEf rf ErffEE Rif Riff REE RfrR- 
fflRT R ?4 ^RRit E»-R flff fVf Rit ffPrf 3RRRR RR ERrf 

’u'f RER, rfiRf 4 R^TR 4 ffT9 3>RpRE RTfR 4 

ffER, E=fi^ RR^E Eff Rf ET RE?ff if, ffj TEE ^ fffE RR ff 
rffRRR ?EET ET9RT I 

(R) arMfEE" 4 3rffE RfE fRE# R^rf e 4 ^Rlf rf 

TERR Riff TVlf 3TIT?rf I 

(E) ee fWf ^rtt4e 4 e4Vr ff >9 Erf 4 ffE e4rt ff 
ERff ?t Rt fER rnffiE Et R^f R^R ff R^ ?4 E^ RTrW RR 
^TRt4e 4 RTffrE Elf «ff ETrV RRRf ET 9 ff I 

(®) EE Ifft JJ|?EE JIRTR ff JT^ 1 Rif^ Ri^R fRETEE ^RTRT 
aityfEJIR ET ?E fEERf ^ RRERff 4 ElffE RTW e 4 Riff 
flER? REE ERtanfR fRTTT fff ET Rfff ^ vfff 
RER rf f 4 fin T J fjR E Eld ff RRjff I 

P,. ERE;— Cl) fWfE 3TR;?^ff tf f??R R9 Ewf RR 9*f RfR- 
RERf Rf§E, fERRif ERfE rnW Rf RfVfWfEf arf^TT Rif, 
3 Erf RftjfR RjrfEEf 4 f?T9 EEfR fRUTI ET9R1 I 

(2). EE fRft HE [-jIH ^ ffR RTfe 1 ff ERR ?R ERR? 
Mr^-js e ?t w 3 r4^r ’fefW 3n^ff rf WffVa 
RTEtf M C-I Rif PR ERTRT <1 -3 IT? Rf?RR?f Rrf^R fjIRER TREERI 
3RpR 4, ERJR RRiRT I 

0, RRETfE RR ETRTT? 3Tlff:— (1) 4f^ RilEfRR Rif ff 
R9 RT : 3E T f Rf JR ffREEi Rf 3PJ?Rr fgi jt9 i jjrRE-EEf orf 1 ? 
?RRT?REf Rf ?f?E?, Riff 9Wt4e Ef? 3 Re4 EffRT (EE TES H 
ffREE EHHR ff^R ET 3RpR R 4) ffff RIET rf Rif 3lf? f£RT- 

ht ai^TRf rf RRRf arfr^ WT?f rf ^nf? RfRuif 4 4Nr rf ^Tpff 
ERT TEfE? 4w 9Ri RRE EE^E RRiV RRRE RR ffff 
art EEHE 33 f. rff. X 20,50 f. ft. 03”XB”) JR 20,7 f. ft.x 
21 f. rff, 43 ”x8|) RR ftRT 3#? fERrf RTR f RTR 4 f . ft. 
( 4 ^ ?W) ^T ^ifflRT 9RR? RT? 1 ERE ^3R ftRT I ffift 
fWT^TR 4 R^RTRJT R ftf RR JR ffft f fvf^r ffrff rf W 

?tf R7 ^ RTR rf Rif sr^TRf rf 3ffft rf jber? rtR rr 
fRHRRIEir ft ¥ewt RET ftjR I 
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ls) nfq fafav* fafat ant^n ofa of crfat qrmfaarf oft 
«rfof70Tr ntnot TOfffan onqftrq fa q i ^aw oft #>! i 

(3) a««ho>-f arfJr arm mtyqj fa mro arft 9fa t* 1 

^ P^? anfafa -3ft7 nnfa tot anoft srft fafat arm 

PofyifAwi, qfo orffa fa, fa ngron fa Pm? armno; it, fat 

fa mfafat i 

io. 97 Tjtmfar atf? nron : — arPtrPnmn 

oft um 128 fat wtot (2) fa PqPnP^ qrrorafa 97 
fatfa mfanr fa arofat ariJ error? Pqfa affafa tot mrfa to?" 
^*i*i % I or fas 'jo fa thet -h i c'i ow 1 4 ^ 1 q? 
IWTtjR OnfaW mPTO oft fmEflO nHOJlfa, TJ^HT sriV 
f»RW fa ar^m nfa fa i 

anror 2 

<tfarof fa Pro anfaon 

n. *r| ®nrfu ^rrr^ fator *®<*J fa 3riWrr *n 

wyr Pqro TOTPOT: — ul (f 4faiJ fa Pdl? *8 tiif 3)14*10' anfsr^TR 
fa Pm? fafam fa Pm? 3fl4^T Otffa fa Pm? anfaqn Omt fa afa tr- 
om fa Pofat mr^n' fa amm 97 Pro am?- ofa qfq anfa- 
^t fa tot om on TP(^r n Pqro noi fa fa anfain omt 
on afftjw ^ of 3rfaqo; fan amtro 5 1 fan orot fa qacro n; 
fan tot oft arottr 1? fam fan fan i 

12. anfapT affafafalT omt on 9TO ; — faff! typ qfa fa 
Pw mr arrfaof oat arm# fa to 4 tot amro ^rfa fat 
•lifan oifa fa "fa rt rooft q^oio fafa 1 

13. Pofafa anfafaf fa orfa fa Ponon 3 rfr OVTOrWOOT: — 
CD tott 8 oft otstht ci) fa anffa *ffae fa far? arrfqo; ^itt 
qifa<H fa? arfa ^ fat? 3rff^ro farw arft ^ror^tr jtw 4 
*t fan ouftt 1 

C2) th mm, farfa »ffor 'feV' ^ far? arrfa^ tmT 8 
«p“f mum ( 1 ) of eni* or) ii anffa arfa ?T7T fa arnfatf 
n^cfTtr t! vrmr tf arr?7 fafff gfa ^ifa?r fa? mi arm 
airfarf otto sofa mrofaf faroo; orf ^nr, tfa 
Sifan onfa rf cffa tot ?fnr 1 

14 . fafaW :— ( 1 ) TOfa fafrfaV «fa 5 *f 0 ^ arfarr 
?f nr m<fa, arfWi? 0 ? om, arrfaT vf fa? to arnNo; of 
om, oifawri arf? <fa o5 rmr anroro stm arfV an^o; m 
ocfa arfarof ?m OTfa afa Tf 3pm$f7 far? srnfa far ^fa 
•fNf nnfar amfaf 1 

(2) arfafcro q? if^e Vf otto fafafor fa, n*nfarfa, 
4cf^ 0 ? qr ipgq- >fofa «£ anfar 0 ? Tfanoi ott fa^V 

fffnr arfc n? ww: oito fam fa anf owMc fa faj to 
<n 3nfar faq ntj n^q- tf^o fa fafafafa fa giorfo arfas- 
om fa orfa 75 W 7 ot gem gqF07 mrriW- 5 “ 1 

fch. 

( 3 ) to anfasonr ifarfarfa tot ofan fanr ot mror 
rf' TO fafa ifarfaro faro 16 fa 19 fa oroifa fa ar^m 
faro fa? anfafa fa) 3 fa w fanr amFTT TOT ^TT Vofafafa 
fa facro^fa Mfae fam arTTjTT 1 

nro; TO^fa fofaf^ i fa p fa nfa 3frfap ^nrfaf 
arfafro fafafafa fa tto fai mr fasTfrot ofa nrof fafa- 
faV fa T'afiVfa fa to fa nr onfa tot fa to fa affahm 


otto otsot fa fa mnfa MfafaV fa nrot ?n tott Wfao 
^T fa'll nfafar fanT ffa fa ofa fa fa arfafro ffanfafa 0? 
tot for to fa 1 

(4) froro faf to fa fa tot anfroro fa pne ofa ^ 
ffa? ffafro nr anTOTO fa fa fatfaqs, Wfa, ?mt toot Tfa- 

ffafa fa ?40)UI ffan 5TTT?TT I 

(5) fafa arfafr (arfrorro anfaqn fa fro?) fa tot fa 
fa faro fWfa tot TOffa ^fanfaV fa, arfaropTT fa onfa 
fa Erf tot TO^fa ffanfafa fa tot ttto g fa nr TOffa ffanfaV 
faW ffaq orfa fa orfarr fa 3 tot tttoo fafa fa ^ ffafaf 
fa mm, faro fa; farfaro ttto 7 fa fawi to afaro 'R ar^;- 

f!TO" fa, ^ifaW fa anfaf I 

is. fafa r faq fa fafaro:— (1) afaro qr wfa arfrofa 
fa anr fa^ ainfam qT fafafaV nr grrfa tot m 
fail 1 fanfam TOtror fa fan? too # to qrofro mrfa 
armro nfafafa ffa? amffa 1 qfa armro ?f of afaqfaw oro 
30 tffa fa, fa t?p fa TOnfar fa tto fa fa, qjO: fara^r arm- 
faffa fa to nfafa 1 noo TOnfafa fa fa ffafaf qrorfar fa 
fafamr fron fowpR to m; ffaro fooron to fafafa fa 
fWro o# ffa TOfafa 1 

(2) fafattm 4 Wi4-j) T^ effa TO fafa ffafa, faq fafa 

faf, fa fafar ffafa TOTOTT TO fa ffan TOTOTOT Tf? TOT 

fa arfr ffar 97 arfaqo! to TOrfa arfrorof fa arT^TO^TTO 7 fro fa 
froTO; fa orffar ffa TOfafa tot tt= to?t to to fafa 
TO ffa# fa afa 7 fafa ffafaf farfafar fa nfa tot fa 
TO TOrT: fafaTO IfalT TOT fa, faNf fafa faTOT fafa TOfafa I 

fafatrro, qfrfafa to qf7*nffa 97 fa^rfa fa arfa?p to omro 
arfrofa arrfn^7 faro 1 

16. T'rfafar:— (1) fTOTOi ?T7T fa nfa arfa^T 97 ffa TOfa 

fa armro afaqo; am f^3 to iWrofa fa tot fa MfafaV 
fafa ffarfa otott fafatr fa 1 1 

(2) fafa 1 fa fan j'a i T'oq to T'ai^Po fa ffanfafa fa 
fafT-arqrfa fa wf orfa fa ttto wfa nfaro fa ffa? fofar oro- 
Rtir fa ffafafn fa arfan faro ffanfaro fa fafan ofa 1 fa 
anfaf 1 

(3) fafafar 7T9IS to fa f<?? anfaf to ?tt to fao 1 
TOTfat fq! 'dl fa H7TTO *T 9fa I 

C 4 fan f TO fa 9 to fa w fan nr^wnm 
fa fro qfafnrr #fa arft on nfaro fa fro fa sfftfar toto 

To 9T73# TO aT9T7faf 9T anTTO 9ffafaW TO fafa^T? fan 
faf 0 • M 970" 97 rfqT7 ^OTTO aTTTjnr I 

(5) qTfnrofa T^isfanfa on mfan n# from toto i 

17, Fjttt qiMiMi 97 faffaron T99 arrrjfa nrmr anon anf*T‘ 
(1) faenfro fafa qfa 97’fafa fa 3797 fa fafa to; 33.00 fa. faf. 
(ofak 13 far) afar fa^ fa 20,50 fa. fat. to 41.00 fa- fat. 
(8 {for to i6 fa r) fafa, oto fafa nr arftmTm fafa 1 nfa 
fa forofa fa 1.50 fa- fat. CtPthto anrr far) on tog ^rifaro 

fafT 3TTT?TT I 

(2) nfq fafa aTTTOT7 fa 9*fa (33 fa. fat. 20.50 fa. fat.) T f 
fa forrff fat to fa" fnan? 1 an norfa onff anffrofa fa artros 
aroffrorf fa of fafa utfa anon? orfa fa to arftro; 9nf on 
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fatifr 3 ttft? 4 <tf 4 aqqfq <r? arfWq qrqfT 
fsfnrr amr^T i ar»r arc mnr sT ttt rt arff Ffrt arr^rfr F^qf 
xfzt^’TTzJtTqi&Tf'i? an?rt rm mpn art? otwhth 

dW T? f'T) H rt if FT \i M *1 f J r 1rt> <11 aTT TTF^qT I 3|l^) 

Fif ?H ? ci < art? gtT FRI FT WT?I i <rt ^ <”< ?F f-T> n rt Fqrt FT 

qWqr frnqT trt rt f^rr rtf amrrff i au^fwrt 
m tift - d y ^ ?ciq 'T p r j fi rtfa if util'll p*ipt roT arrrtirr i 

is. rta n Wni 1 «rtf Tqfrt r fe ' qi : 

frqatarfgy arfiTarrt ^ ap^rm i 1 grf^r rtqT7 fVq 
arqfa; :— 

(F) iWtnr artfci ft# wrrtf rt frWfrtF farq 

arrqqt i 

(BD arrtF ?*?3T fw? *rq- rt art? trt ?tt rt amrrtf, 
Hreft ■mtfl- pre Frt anq-rff art? fq? i? n qF rtf qfqirt 
Frt gM i 

(it) crog tWt, uhtf rt tsrq ^srnr ft fs qf frtrq 
?W f*it wf Fir gfrtf art? ftt-w q# vfrtft 
ampff i 

(T) qk-fgnf qfqrrt if f w i W-nV F 4 } qrornn T^arir 
rt arrqrftTF fWrtr qrtf g-ffl i 

(5.) hto art? rtc afr ft*! ft an>rm (rhm) rt 

r<?<gi4T riiqju i 

C*n r?arfiq qrqfrtr ??pr rt ^ iwwr q? gfrt mf* 
arriWi? f! prerF: f^mr art rrcl art? mfNv , 
it#t f apF imr ft qqf ttrt rtf fif qtsfrtr 
«rt gqr af?Vr Frt ^ ql frtrq arrtrVq gf i qtg 
jrmrFT f^rr jpot tt! ?T ?r qrmR i^N' 

qrr iRrm anqiiT i iWN^rf qr »<t w<*uf 
■^i^i^ r ■ i ^7 arrqrfl I 

(0) 3n^frrq? ^ qq ^ arf? fwfq if 

tftyT ^Nt anqrn t 

(ar) i WV ar^rr arfr ann ?rit Tj^rq; ar^R, tr^r arfr 
arqs, faR-qrr qrrql hw-ttw Wq fqnq w gf 
arfr Tqt5 er?q ^ girl tw ^.'yt? c if 0.30 
Tf. ift. (i t*0 ^ q^r it# gfif i ftrfVq ?r»riVrf 
^ ^ qrrrt ^ fcrq 

qT afqrt qrr icrqfiT tqrm anqyi aigf fqq% ar^n itt 
ara am^r 4 qrc? ^hrirr fVq nq grt, qgf 
t=t *mrrrtf fary^ qf^r ?t, T^arf 

it art^r anq^TT i 

19. VaiWin! qt gn 1 # arfr .* 

(1) »%Trtvrt j^ — 

CD 3TT7 #rt it anrtTT qq qqr IVir 

amrqT i 

( 2 ) qM qrq <ptrt 4 1 i, qrf ^ ttott 

aift irRfq! v>yqtO f Trem ^ anqift , ^nir 

(3) qrrtl nr<? ifW qrM ^ a{?^ *tt girt a rf vmfff 

^ g Wl5j!7 gfrf I 


( 2 ) T'rrr^enrrt # q qi antwm qq qw tWtt #nr arfr 
Trt^ aRq q o f qr wq q^r*f i 

(3) nfqprfaT Tnftfl TrtjnWf *T ^ ^t ^ wt ch qqr«f 

qMrr q# qRrrt-qrf qrt ir ^fa ^ irta i ryv f if 

qofnriFP q^f «rg ^qffr qrr# ^ farq qKn q^ 
anqfr qfr Tf qnnf qq jrqfr f^rnr nqr ^ 

art 3 4 ? antq^M? 4 qrrrt $ fVq r q r q q rt «rt m ar^r nftr- 
hqwrt qr gVrt'ef qq qqfr fqrqr IT^T f I 

(4) faqr iWhrqrt if qq q.?u i f iff m ?nfEr>r ^ 

q^q: art 4 ? qfqq m ar^r: ?fm ^fqrtr f^rrq 

qq 3rf? lVqrt ; q 4 ??? q?fq Twqn m qqr^ ^^era - irfff- 
qrmr^ *nr f sjf^f?r frqT iqqr grt g^rif ifat q«fqm?q. q^qf 
f'rqr an q^nT art a’WTarrt qr q^rqrt qrt arw gqq? 
aRq: ffort qrt qgqiH ^ frq amRara grt i 

(5) qrfs 44 if r^rrt-fT’T m ?W^, qrtVqs rywy- CT, 

frffir ^ qnfqmro wr if qffr q# jfiT art? qf; Tft 
? qt qrt qqnf imfr fqrqr irtt ^ qt 
qf? ‘r'qrtqqi rtrt ^r^qr q 4 nt qqrqf qq; niV, art qqfr ?rtfq 
rt rtqn qf qg 1 gf fcrrr qqq? fs ^?frH ■?! qrt fjtarr iftt 
mt, ^ smrrtl i 

20. qrtqqRT : (1) qfflHM «TT iq^rt tfWd BTTT antf^TT 
fgq aqrt q7 rtf f^q anq^ i 

(2) q^ »ft rtWr affyqrqq ariqi^ if 12 g 1 ^ - ^ arfira 
fqrtarq; qf aqpT q? ^rit q# rt^T i 

(3) q^rt qffqwqq; afiqprf if rtq fVq anq^f i 

(4) ?3rRqiq; qqrrt frwr ^ br^v *£ aRpq? rt> fqq 

anqf i 

<5) nrrt^ q?flqiq qr q^ q? ?q^ ?rq- rt art 4 ? qfo W t m - 

?sqT rt ffqar qr q^f aRTraT anqgnT qrfq; fW arirt^ir 
rt '3 Rt^t rtw f, qrrqf TF^qr «=nl i 

anrtiprV Wf qrfyrr 

21. imgrq gnr ttwrit *rt hTthi : (l) 

qrt^ qm 13 ^ arrtfq IVq qq aRrtwT rt qr^rq; fnfq?! qrr 
qg TRTOTq- gi anq atiT^wi? argf im to anfcpprT? qq 
fVrtt TTP^rt frfrrtV qirt ^rf if qpn frtrqr qqT f, 

VT?T qfl TWT (1) q? ?JtTB (q;) ^ 3TTWT (2) if bftfe 

rt aRq- qrrnrtar if qqqt?m qr? fpri qqr 
rt 4 ?rt frrtqq; Frt arr^rf qrr ht? arrrtqq; qrt rtrtqfm qsrtqT art? 
anrtr^ ^ arert fVfrrt% rt 1 rtartiRT ??5Trt ft arrtr? 
anq^ir i 

( 2 ) qfg arTrtqF apart Ff a mIM-w (i) ^ 3rrtfr f ^rt^F 

iVq qq amfrrt if rt fV^f aqrtqrt i, ??rq 
^friw ftttt £ rt qg anqn fffrtV aqrf rtrfi^urrt 
y^ijri, qif frfqqfrr qRrtftm frtrqr n^T rt qrtrt; frtn 
rt qrtgar fttit rt’.^frt qfg qg rtrrt 3 i%t ft 4, ?rt qmirt if 
ft arq?T7 ?^it qrqqr i 

(3) qfq arirtq^ aq^frrrt rt ttt? qf lU^ F - 'q qfi urtlTT rt 
TF iw frt aqirtV rtl rtfr? a 4 iyqir ( 2 ) qf arrtrtr ^ - y t | r 
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< 1 it 3 pt^T TTOTT f *FT gf? fw* flTT TTUT qfy-ftg vTWt 
fit «r? xjnf afTfrr arggr arr+r 7 ! fm it frrffrg gf gr gff , 
anffg fit str qrrit gt f?iTj twit iw tt gmat git aw 
qMwfggt gt iurg if nnt ^ g;ggir 4 tan? grto frw 

T 7 lOW f i 

C4) arr gut-Kirr (3) gt artffr g^rgr# fgarcr gff am? 
gt antm gt, frr wrr twr frrq ant git gnr it tit io 
tVr Tt i^eRT, ^ 'iff awn i^mr, aM fr fawe gt 
grot «ff mMfifWf if ig^gg-q/gg- irffr gf, H arrwt 
•srtV an^r;, wwr trm gt arftnj^rg- grfgT fr 
mr gf g-raf *f ?T?an ffrr itt g# i 

(5) amfrr qtt g^rgif 1 ^ gw^ «it gff antf-gi ^rfjr? 
=1# fag ft m Tint artmrtTin fwr ft tr Tit 
Tt ?W F# (f gt fm g^RT^ 4 , f-WT iVff^V TT 
im rfftw Mgffr tt ai^kr gr? ggtiTT afg qf tgiTT 
armr ffa gwt aft a^if trr ffi fgirriffe gr appm gifm 
rftt arrttr gt ftn g- frw am? attn fn gf frw qrf 
Pqfg^V fft gthm girt if ?wrr tf ggfrrT 1 

22. WFt u to nil w/t «w if iriVur. — (1) arw «if 

Tfir nt tr arfr^TTf, ar?f gr Tim fm ^ fgfgiffr gt 
fqnft fnt if fwr wr it, tt frcr trm 13 Tt own (1) 
ft <si ij s O’) gt ai «Tp[g anf 4 i<t f*b *ft aPR tVfT^fn" 
ft fqnft Trt if fwr wr ?“ fft an^rr firt Tt^nrr frnrT 
anm arft grt apm ffnttmr TT»t m arm 

IVf wrr 1 

(2) «rf; airfrT «t M^'^r arr?^ ^ffrtrn 

tVn? str if art* urn 13 Vt (1) ^ Car) ar#r 
Tt? c arrqfHT Wt n if gt ftws frfT^fr *fit f^ft^rR 
T7 r^Ntt aitt grrst ittwt ^t mftsr ?t ^t jot Tt amf «• 
if arrrfr fit TT^t Tt aivpiT ^ fptnr 1 

(3) ■am 13 Tt grr-ynT (1) ^ ?spjs O) ^ mfirr 
amfrr Wtfir tri airt ^ <r^rci; arrtr^ Tt 

Tt anii art tfp Tr Tt grtfr f 4 imr Tt arTty 
grr arMtr # %t Trt *t arnrra’ Tt anrpft t 

23. irwr^ir wt Tffrr if Fr<prf MWV if ?t ttwh — 

(1) ^ arrfrr tnft gw cfrft irr*fg awr sif; 
twre tt grTraRT ft gm fcw 22 5 ft Mfr aifrfy 
^ W 7 angfg ^7 ^f Tt nf 1 gt anfrr wt ippt gt 
m <' ij 7 ) fmtgr tg'fg Tt anrgr afi arntrr tt wrg it ttt 
<? g- ffg - if# fTT gm? tror gffer Tt i^trt H anr 1 ft 1 
antTr fnmnrr gft twra Tt ii^w firfgr fT tst t? 

4 i,H TTf r if 51 ?arc ftgT I 

(2) fgwr aiT^TT «fI i^gt ^ trwfi an^'T 

^ffsr? g s;arT ft ?fr grr^t Tf iff angr i^f gifOT f gf 
il^w frTrr ft gt grt t^t tAgr frfrfV tt fgr gTifpr 
tVfffr *rr appng- T 7 g 4 ig art gmt frgnrrnnT^ w if ft 
aifi gf fg^V 4 gifgT fr tft ;w 4 ftf attt f? 

^ ni 1 ), 7 r *r 1 anti 1 * f ?g 1 %i g 4 T 7 ?t m anr^ - , arw gr t T 

Wig ggrft arwftr 4 iftgR, art gj fror wrf, g ft ang gr 
ggnt tgg gfgfg g ft ang 1 

24. ftFW 22 artt 23 if Vw fgt' f'n ! argtv «rt ffT^r.— 
gff g^ift anrfv gff qit grtgT wtt ang gt fggg 22 gT 23 


[Part II— 


if gfifg amfg wipf ag ggtft tVi% fg iphf twi jpg faw 
4 ariftg agpng frgf if it gfif 1 argfg e gfir it 

artgr gff ffft 1 

25. 3 r?g tgttnfgr 4 nfg fir grg.— fggg 23 <t 

arg^rm if gg tgggr tggV ^ fr fgnft aw tgfggV 
tt t'gqV arrtrr *t gg^ ^ftgftg if gffruT «ftggT nt 
grt 4 tot?[ ifirr fggfrr w^TgT amrgT arfi gj t^rRfatara 

wr if ffrr, arnfg — 

artgtggFr, 1970 gt w is (2) 4 arrygrtg if 

arrtgg itggr — — «t atgirm 

if fitOg fgrg gg tVfg^V tt tgfgr ^ wg fg^tfr 

tggr ggr f r 

26. ggam artiragg gt ggr if gtgrgr .— wtit 13 
gT wttt 25 4 gtgpgt ^ artfig f*rg fg ar^tw «t T fi P T ^g 
tgg?nr g^ gftg it fr airtgr *t arrfpsrTi qg fanft aw 
tgag g» fit ^ artgggg Tt imrgrg irnwg gff a g <t tggr 
ggg g# fr-gr an mrgr f gt ggapm arrtgr *4 r^tgrr 
iW amw art? frw 22 if it 24 gg; if wttwg 
h r 4 i gig’, arfr gr arrqrgT ft, kthj fl 'ft 1 

27. aw tfg> «t ntg tw% «rr ggrg.— grjr t g to 

fgf% gf wt lu Tt ggriiTT (1) 4 apttg an^ggr 4 gr^of 
rgfg^r if aw tsfe tt f*ff% artfT anggr gtn 
fg'^% fgHftffWg wr if gpt 4 >mTT artfr antpir, 

apufg; :— 

"tf^ arfgfirw, 1070 wst girr 19(1) «t agpwr if 

tcfe itw tt tgfirr g'f tt 

t"ggV fw ggr ?f 1” 

28. vrt 19 wst ggwrrr (2) wi ar»ftg arrigg wrr irw 7 

mrr 19 Tt aunrr (1) gt anftg fggV ^ arg^w if arhj 4 
igi tg^Tf Tt ».rm j 9 *ft gtnmr (2) ^ artftg fwarf k 
fgri afTtgg irw 9 if fwr grw 1 

20. w? trtg fwt anprrr urn 20(1) wt anftg ttwt tW 
arrT’irr : — 

(1) hot 20 gtt 3 OTJOT (i) 4 anffg gigr w 10 if kgr 
arrw 1 

(2) fgggr fgit^urfg irg^rg «g Tin wr 

ggTt Tmrtgrgf gr gteit fgrr OT'TTfnrg wtt rx jrfgferiV ift 
gi^g Tt arrijift art? fgggr fT # 44 aw g^g gtt gT 
tViOg Hfgfg Tt gfg t? irfgr f gggt grt artgr 4 1 

* 

30. 7 e nfg tsmt arggri nrwr git arngft : 

(1) gnr 20 Tt swn ( 4 ) gt artftg gr«fgT gwg 11 if *st 

agigft 1 

(2) ggg itg;w arTtrP f Ntggr gfgfgfg fw irm 20 
git gp-mT ( 4 ) gt ariftg ^t g^ gfgfr tt gTtfgr gg <n 
Tsftgg twr anw 1 

(3) gg^g afifgr Tt i^fg rr^r wgr gi gig if ffm, 

arfi gf gfyg grrt 4 ffnq W gfirtg gff tot nrfgrr WVg 

gfgfgfg t, gr gt ipgr <ft tVg gt fWe git wifw gfg gT 



Sbc. 3(ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 20, 1973/PA USA 30, 1894 189 


asut ftt furr wrerr-QT an q$4 4t 

smFft i 

31. WITT 20(5) rt anfhr w4fn rtt ittw : 

(1) WITT 20 ft 3TWT (5) ft 3T#T 3n4f"ar TORT 12 af 4 

ntwt 4 1 ’P^rrarr wirm <4t nrrrt mv af Tf; frww iftm 
tw4 4 TP«r, fc r -ffn an4ff; 3Wf 4 wt ft, 'pfmr 4 frt nrj 
fW adt tt P-n'vtI' fn vft frw ftnr srf t? ft i 

( 2 ) PnaiNq i fm anrtfm •art'r frw Vt Tm rtfnftrfq- 5 tt4t; 
3T^T (R£W arnffTi ft 44r mrwft 3(4 anrtpr fnrt fW 

wfm rt ftm qmV (wn 4 nfwf rtnr i 

32 . Tn*pf WiWV 4 Taftonr ft «nrt <rr ««4q«iV wt uwivw ; 

?rr antm fit mm fitnrrr Srtrta m? wpf M4rt% rt 
faftw ct m4 <rc 4^^ nism (art wnr twit 
WE nfr) sn^it, s4 mr nwifrt ft arroft 4^ 44t art vrmrtn 
rt4m art 1 ! fWj'-r atfwfnw, ion (ion fn 2) rt artftr 
drtmf cr f4>3 ma 4 11 arit mt twins d4m fn fiwre fnr 
fa4 arrrtarr rt a r^ncm at 1 TyrttVff farm anw i 

33. anatajJT M44V Wlrtf *T fcntfOT : 

wm 23 rt ar44r THT/’t WWV ft (rttaftr rt ronm fit 

m?W rt ant^V fn arfaw MarrtV m mpf 

PffarrtVt rt tmr artt ant^r rt tt 4 4 ftW frtq 
rtorrfint artt fmnfat rt wr (wfij ftrt ft), Wt^nr Tntf'm 
fn«n r w >4 Par-.fpfr Pwr an Tirtan i 

antwrf « 

*44* 44 **t tantu 

34. win 25(1) 4 anftw ww rnnrt 4 fan? anrtfw rtt 4 tn : 

(D wm 25 ft gqwr (i) rt anfbr rt4a^ ff4 m4 rt 

tf7tw ft *i [ ^4 ft t<Fl Q THTf f <£ I r l ft ailejf'l TnWT 14 t4 

arfr Tr^twrr fWww 4 Tn^f W44% t4Ntt 4^ 4 
Prinm ftt fittur 4 4 mw ft 4tan fwi ^i^ii aitV Tmar 
wsiq wnt ftt ft v<n; ^;i<"i fV i ! i 

(2) Tmw to 4 qt fan? arrtfFr 44r 4iwf 4 tW arn^rr i 

(3) Trarw «rar4 ft frna arrtff qrt ^ nt?r fanTT^ ^tttt 
< t4«s ft iVta air^fl ft vfcft amjaft I 

35. tar4w Wt TpTRT fTTTTFT WT : 

VTTT 25 ftt \3TWTTT (1) ft 3T#f TT WT Pf7hr f4 T^^Rl 

ttw 15 4 1 aft wft 3ftr tff'ffi ft 4hr stfrat 54 44t 
aroyfl 1 

36. fantw f!T fWW : 

(l) tfrhft furfur 4hr jrfrrart 4 PhtTttt 4t 44 wt 
P srertt 1 tnhft ft ffrr fir ttott, 4 w tt ^TTfrr 

nrrmT f ?iwt ff an^riw, art «ns ffrtw frt ft 

tttv wt Pfrtw Vt a^mr fft nnW rt wtt ft rttrR 4 wt 

wTfm f“, rtf frfT anrrnT \ 


(2) tr rt ff , tVtrtt wfm 5 Rt qiftjfr Vt nf tfrtrr artt 
T^ffnr art 1 ! Pnfww frvw artt trfi ^ ntrr rte^ ft Pwr? fi'( 'Iff! 
frt (hrrt frr arwrq- af ?rr4 wtt anrtr'f fnjT nwr f) 
rtrtnT 1 

37. 3TTC wrr f lVqO I aBfrt ^ t*na TTTTW -. 

frtf wrtff; tfrhr tt ntw tfrtw fmn wr# ft wf PTfrr 

36 arrthr Pd tad fntrn fft ^4 nfftdtrt jirt 44 wi wirfer 

4 rtk TfTTr f/t arrttr ft rttdr TTp^fw frjarTTRr rtf 4 nfdwt 4 
3 itr 4-f arrwrrt fir ^ u t tw 4 f^nr rt j n Parw nr 

pas Pfrhr fn Trfw-Pfrtw tW atr TfT f, rtnr '(rarr trtrhft 
T^Tfmrt f4 3TTfrt Tfi rttn 4nr 1 

38. trtrtrtt fn mt& stfrt rt Ppitj rma- : 

‘hram 37 rt aurttw anrt^fi g^vR rtt irtf f 49 anrt rtt 
futnr 4 9f> arm ft rttiR tfTtrtt q^mr TTff/r'wf fnwrtrrar rtf 
3nrrt nm4 rt twafn 4 1 ft ntmrt 4 1- m^T ot? wftnr frtr 
3nrtf fi f4 Tn^w f4 <rf> nttr rtan 1 

39: ff TTTr«r Wrt rttnr 3nrt*(fi an TiT^«r ttst wnr f-.— 

ttpert 38 rt wrtFr tfrhit rt Trr^r rtt rtnT qf?w tf^ wrrt 

rtt dwta 4 ijfi aw rt rttnr awfT nff frtrtrtt sstrt WT^ar 
qifrtgTT t 4 at an nw rt, Pwrt 44 r PfM frr wt^t 
st^T wt ?tdT, arfnm 4 aw rt rttm 3nrt^fi swt wrrt 
rt rrartw art 4 ftwt 4 ttt^t w/tiRr fwrw 4 4 wrtirT 
•artr nrrrtt Tf> nttr tfrhtt f4 q P( f cn f> a' j n 1 

40. tfrtrtt Tfm TfTR-nnfaT.— trtw 39 rt srrttw onrtrn 
rt nTOT rtt ^ rtitr PfTtrtt ast ftr^r trtq ^rtrt rtt (rntif 4 
ajf> aw rt 4fnr SrtrHtt 4 nfWf 4 3TR-m^w, b 4 ^rtffi 
rt Tnarr tf rtt fnrt wfi ^t fi4 asq- 4 4tfw 4WT, trjPw 
fwtw 4 1 wtan wr 44 nT^r rtt Tf> 44r onrtrf! ft 
qfaw ^?Vrr 1 

41 . tfwff, rtt fniTW 4 wtntrtpT rn^r fnr ?twt wtwt.— 

Prrtffi fir iwrw fT wrt fnrtfrf rt tVfT ffi4t 4t q-^R 
TfTTr f4? c 4t arirttVw m^r qttf an n# tVm smraTT i 

42 . Twtrtart wr tfrnrtt wfovt 4^ tf wr 3iw.~(i) ffrtw 

rt 4rtw 4 ^ffgrr rtt wrt srit trtwf; rt TRnwRrnT w 4 

irhlHa-llPuid fit wf tfrfw fit (pqi art (fi ^rt an 

ttt^t 4 farf^ wrttf 44^ f<rfar4% 4 fw (r4 twt- 
wt f4 nfwf 5rf dfi ‘rnrtff: 3 RWt P d rt ^ i n ar 4 •■— 
(fi) w ffn art qnjf 4 ^4Thr ft ww ^ f^itw w 
4 Pafrs 4, 4fn ntwrt 4 4t nwrft , erfr 

(it) ffntt 3R(r wr4 af, ^t ntwrt a4 ft nr44t, 

4 qrtwr arwTtrwttr, w apqr, fsw wr ttt^t rt nw 
4t nTrtrtt tw4 4 fa ; if4^ rtt n# t4 1 

( 2 ) (tprfT f qy jf 3f44 4 tVw tf4t non 
4" t4far4% wt 3R fTfirtr fn t44fr ft ft nwin 444t 
art ar-yidiPw anprN 4tn qrtwt 4 t^n nwiT 1 

43- (TW fn fTfTWT WRT :— 3(R fiW WT (TT^T fTTW 
fn4 rt ?w if^mr nw fit Tfnn nrgat w aarffn wt 
ff V -l4(' qv tfra W fd4f 'h rt tfrtf 'flrtn .^RT ffip 
^fpt rt Pdfif WW: ar^ f^TfT nriT jj 11 1 
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tor; yrr airrw mm to toht far4t 4 t mfa 4 1 
<W 4k tot 4 arfar* mk ?tnT i 

44. T^rn* 1 (i) tot 4, wfa; ^ ?t, irg^ftqnpji 9? tprr 

44 to «tt <?'4 3i»<li mr to, sit faki^ sfa mrfa, 4Tf" 
farM T^T 44 q5 fan? W f=RTcT qrfan 3ffa rfaft 

44 q-^RfTRt 44 w far 4 ar^r t 4 rpm 4n i 

(2) «]fa 4n4W? TO 4rV TOTTO7 (fa ^ 44 f<47T m<TT 4 

nt f#ra q4 tost io k f4m ifam ^tt i 

(3) farms, fa4t 44 7$TTO7 TO fam4 TT-farTOT (2) 

4 3r4k Tf^TT 7 <4 ^t, T'k 4 r^T7 TO7 TfarT I 

( 4 ) rfa fakt TOTTOT TO 4 ? 77 -H "M fasti 44 MTO" 

4m TO, jit 4 (T<t 4 f(,7 7T, TOTOT n TO iWrt 7 $t fa?4k 
TO4 TO 31171*1 4 ^t 4t? ank 3)l7iq 44 7)H 4 44T 5 fa-| 4 
TtW 1 ^4 totto aift farms 5frf ^rrr arrV srk tot 
44 nrnfa writ 4 fanmk fafafa 4 tt 4 to 3-747 arr^rer 
%t nfa 4rr i 

(5) ifa 7l4 44 IfTOT <Tl4 TOfTTOf n TOTTOtf 44 T^k 4 

TOiW arm fafat TOITO7 4 M/l’l!3 r 7 mfa <77 T.HTfa 4 
fan *4 farms fartr to fafarrr 457kr arft fa faVr r 4 
rrfa TOmt rfar artwrEqrr r^TOrf *4 rfar i 

45 . irf ift jnrwrm.— zrfa nfar;, fakr 4t 4 

ark 4 mni;, farms t 4 rg arfar^n 4 fa 43 3 rmt 
arrt^r <^t otfr wit ?rt f77Ncp f^rfTW 

ttw fo, ^rt a^f fcjFPmrr w 4 t t# ?tt w 
<n »tt frw ttV fa *it<7 fafhft j faspsra ^rt faitr ^ 

^ Tf <Ft tjtrt ^ if &ft # 

<F7T fahj- ?faT 7T TTZRrr err i 

46. rni ttw, farfa <rftm irrrr zi ^ afafa fafa^fa 
TRrhra - fa^rr w; J ir. — fa^r ttht rtfa? arrfa^ tnrr 
27 ^ arw ?<?r<!far; ^ Tmrw rr^ w 4^ artRT 77^ fafa- 
gfa tt^tHtt ^rfarr, thtzt fa^rT^j 401 44 rrsrnT>T ^4 
rfatar ttw^n 

47. 3T^riV r r Tifa 'ffal rrfanrr.-(i) zrf?; faf^fafa 

faw 46 4 «r4Nr an^w ttw 4 44rr, farfa 3T7rfa wft 
t^ht 4t 4 1 , fa4 tfaTi 44, tfam; ^ tmraFT- 

ir^ 4' farffarr =fa4 faw f «t rpr# art wfa 

yfi spir 4 w far 4t ti^rt wft 1 

( 2 ) 3rrfaF wr^, hw rt 3rfa7ffw <75far 

<T? tt,7 7l? r *t Flts7 §lVr 5JT -fj/t I 

(3) aiit^ rf r^fa ^5 47^17 7T arfa 5 ifa< 1 Ft 

prr f «rr i3rfa arfa^fW <tt fan f fa ^ rfa w 4f 
mrr =#" ^ttit rrt H/i tt?- 4 fa^ fam fafa^V 4 1 
4 ttt TRrfar fafar ?rr an^tTr «F7 Tfarn art ^rrt ?mwiw^ 
777 " rt fa^rr arRT 4 arfr arr n^b fa an 4 arfaTt 4^ flT<tg 
4 4 710 35 4fa? rrTrtrTr a <77 farr rpn 4 *tm -t fa *11 
TRT ?t <fafa 3R^f 'TTt 4 ?W7 <F7 ffaTT I 

48. ^tjr- rfrtrT arraT.—faTnr 40 4T famr 47 4 w- 

fa^rr (3) rf f-Tf^ffae rtpr «st »t?t4 4 fart? fa4^r tot 

17 j 4 farrr wtt arfV gw farot rf 4 fa4r 4 arok rnfm 
irt ^?r nw 4 w 4 arfw 7 # 4^ 1 


[Part II — 


49. «m 28(2) ^ arrffa fa4r*r <i4 ttfa.— trm 28 *fit ^q-- 

mrr ( 2 ) 4 ar#r fa4qr tot 18 4 facrr anw 1 

50 . «m 28 ( 3 ) 4 artfhr 777 wt 4 itfa— ( 1 ) wtt 28 

4t sq-ym (3) 4 ar4k wr tot 19 4 fa7n tiw arft far 
'rfafarfart 4 3t4N" wt faRT tot 4 rrk TOrfafa to 4 
r?F fa 474 4t rnv 4n 1 

( 2 ) fan to rn4 4f 3rfa faror ^4 irfa farfara w 
<fafa ^ ?? amfaR <fa (art r 4) kV far4t atro *?erfam 
^t fa4- fam farmf rmk, 44t ani?4 kV *?it?R ?rr 
TOtro 4 fan? TOfar 4w 4f rrtrof sfarr 1 

51 . wm 28 4t T^wirr ( 7 ) 4 nffa far? ark m4 smfar 
«FT 5W. — (1) WTTT 28 4t aPTWTTT (7) 4 3f4fa TOFTTO 4 
far? 4i !? r arfarr 20 rf" fa v i i 7i i< m arfr far h f <?■(*( fa *i t 
4 ar4Nr arfa^r farT tot 4* rrrt rrofaffr ^t 4 ^t? tot 
faror ’ft w sfaT i 

( 2 ) arrfar *4t a4^ faror 41 <tf nfar fafarq: w, toi- 
farfa, rfafawnt q4 rr fafa ^ 3(14^4) q4 (rt 3n4?n r 
4) qu-fffafr wtopf 4 m k arfafa arfar q4 arlV fa4t 4t 
>3TTO arfarr rfa fart trow farnr^r fnr^t, 4afr antRft grfa 
arnfaq! frr rrafar t? fan? TOffa 4 btt k nfroi <frr i 

52 . wm 28 4 arifk qfa *tt fa4t rrfar qit r^mrsf 1 
4 far? wfanw.— farfa >4t t^tot, farfarr qrw, afmr-’Tnerr 
4 kfarar tt 4 4, wr 4 T3fa4 4 tot 4 44?wtt farsrr 
35 4 4^7 45 w 4 fafartfae ufarT wttt 28 4 amfk fafat 
^4 r arnfar t 4 n,TOi^ c q4, |rr otttft 4 arrotfk fa 
arrfar: 4 nfar fafafar qrr afa, TOrfarfar, wr wr Trt^ affa- 
ir Wi < 4 qfa «r? c Ki 4 o far rmrai nr?rT, nrwTTO, $ n 
tott rr^; k4t at4 fa 4 <tsfa ^ ar^Tr ^ fartw k wf- 
mfart ak tttt jM i 

53. anfaronf rm 3 Her.— ^ wttt 28 rk towttt (i) 4 artfk- 
anfawbTlf 47 af44 4t <3fair tefa rt fam 4 W 4 TOW 

3Tft fafafafa" 7T TTOT 34 ; ^ 7fi4 <TT fan 7K?ll arfa 

farofafar tot k k rfarr. amffa :— 

arfarfarror, i97o 4 wrrr 28 4 apt 4 1 w 
a-nfawR 1 w arrfaR77 4 ttor tot to anfrorof 
— — to — — — *— — 4 1 i" 

anew 5 

Jt iq-ifaT n 4 fanfar 

54 . wm 36(2) 4 arwrr r^rfaro «ii qfanrrr n4 Tfarri:— 

wm 36 '4t a totr 1 ( 1 ) 4 arwir ?qn? rr? rmfa r^rfariT to 4 fa 
w grfi wwm 45 artftr fa 4W 4 Tfw ^ ITT1 ^ r 44 4 
<r^ fart 45 rfkr fafa 45 3rrfa^ 4 fartW rt 4kfar fan 
m?n 1 

55 . wm 38 4 anfk rfarom 4 fa nfat 4 Jrfar4tr®r 
tt mm to *rfrn rm.— wm 38 4 ar4k to! an4 4 fan? 
aptfar n tot 4 ^ fan? wr nfar^nr fro4t tot 45 fan? ttto - ttt 
arrtw 4 arfar4) wr^m am?n fan 4? fan? wm 35 t 4 
grom (i) 45 an/k afa^k mro? ?m fa? n? fafa?r 7 ^ 
4 1 
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an.TTT o 

teteP TOT gg lTO T 

56 . Hate 1 ' TOT g^TTOr.— ( 1 ) TT 7 T 43 te TWIT ( 1 ) te 

alter Hate te J^ITOt TO ft TnfgT TOT 22 TO te TOTte I 

C 2 ) to arroPr, Parate terr Hate te te grter 

rrrr 43 te gntm ( 2 ) te te sraa (to) te arter te tt 
gtete, gg- giro te Pgftee TOiteirPtfq V te aterra 3 mrw te 
TOng; ifP TOTf sM I 

(3) urn 43 te grtim (3) te after airter tot 23 te 
f ter ww 1 

57 , tegf TOT m EM : -'i' EH \d'-n«n EitelPdfl Ve 1 Pro 5 ? 

grgte te gPHWrete te arHP^jr #, rgfr ar^i^te te ran- 
P ro PgPgte ' tot te te aP n te' te ten arfr tot to frptnr 33 te 
after anterr te Pott te rte tott arPror tete 1 

58 , ttm 44 te after te teterm:— Hate 4 gterr 
te Prg rrrr 44 te after arHqr tot 24 te 4 tPtott te Pter 
Tnron arte grate tottP tot htotiPw totH towt gi?T to*tt Htea 
ggte tmr ?Pte 1 

59, wrrr 51(1) te arter PtEtoP te fag arHgr torP toH 

tefa:— (1) mro 51 teH gram (1) te arter Prterort te Praj 

31THTOT DEM 25 te Tpfl TOp te P<? <(T vn|i.J J IT 3ltV grte TET TOT 

t«ItP toH, Pro tt ampgro Prof* towt 5“ gTOPter totP tort 
P row #tot 1 

(2) arrHgr arte Prow toP qro gfa PtHtto sttt Hate? 
toH TtPwTrrf tot gronrte te *t te tPto^tt to arw «qPw 
t J tefP ngte arte aTHgro 55 4i totNtt te Psrg totHtt <fter 
te gPrqf tenr 1 

go. «m 5 K 2 ) te arter arteir aft (i) urt 51 

qtf grwr (2) ^ Pr^rrt ^ P^E afnPqr tot 26 qf- 
qpTqp Hr Prorr Tnyr tPt grE tto gr toittP arr, Pro to 
P* i Hr tott if* grrofr toH tto Pmr ^fn 1 

( 2 ) arpfqr tPt Pttot tH to tPt Ptotto ^qPrroft 

arrt HHP Trtpfl- 1 

ei. urn si *i twit n; rqWr K Tp «Ht H Pro; 

M P ’ ^ TT: — P t'T TTTT WT, TOT W, (TOT TO 1 T q^Tl/ 4 
TOTOTT Hf PTORT 35 H 45 TOB Hr PtEtP 1 ^ tPtTO, TORT 51 

^ t#t tHtt ^ ^ronr art titritt gift toto grr 

fWf tPH to) ar^rro 'ErH $ Prg ProM t^tor qft 

Mypq^ c tpj; € 1 

02. um 52(2) ^ amir ti^t aft PPNt:— (1) itttt 52 
tP groiRT (2) H ar#?r anHqT to urn tH gronrT (1) *f 
P^ TV; toettot H anErr tP 6 t< 7<3 H tit H HPto tet 
27 H 1 ten tottt tPt grte ttt Ptot toetP to araftter Ptto 
tmrr ^ g^ grorPter ttH tott Pttow arfi aRprte Ptttot 

TO! TOTO 4 TOT f TOT RTTOTOr H TT^T tP TTlpTTT tPt 
^ : 
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tori; anTOT arr imPnnT tPt jttct arop r! tott ttot 

>rte tmr tt totot ttPw tet ttott qrrH trt ter Pttt tttoit i 

(2) T?T irmTOT H ilTT^T te arTpTOTTR T Em PH 
ttt 4 Pro) ?{t Htea te te^te ai^w te t Tff tep Prg 
T 2 ttj Htea art ternart te gHP anrPar Hf (ten te ^rnyift 
Parr 3 ittPt Hf to Pgr Pror te Hteg i(ip Ptttot tot f 
Prq to? PteTtete' te te Tte f 1 1 

63. T itfpaB < -^ 1 ter.— (1 ) tPs Hc^a te arrP*T top grr 
Hate te TOffr ttH te tewr te rani te Htea te ateig- H 
Prfcftq toP $ tt Prte groroft 1 toP H. 3ttotot to to argute 
to PrPtete^ TOttemr ter Ete tete ate to P^ter toP to gro- 
t# to? E arroiTT H ^ Htea TOrfror te HPtot to te TnmfP 1 

(2) TOftew ter tet ttot tttPtot tero te tewr ate; to 
toP Pirate wr terr te to 1 E*, tPtot Ptot ttft i 

(3) te to atftTT toP te tow Hgte toPHto toPttot ter 
arPw te to irtefp 1 

(4) Ptttto Profr Hate te tow ter Tteror ter H 
am toH to oq: ttfttt ante to 1 to Pro ter ?te TO te T^ 

tei 

64. wrr 55(1) d anfte utter tot trw: — 4 trt 55 te grom 
(1) d toto/ 1 ' d arter mteT tot 28 te te amte 1 

ar».TIT 7 

anterT tot Ptertete tot tertror 

65 . anterr to tep 6 ^ r yi tot terterr ; — a> PVrft Hate 
to te^te Ptertero qi aterT te tetevr te Proj mrr 57 te 
after antepr tost 29 te ter tpeto 1 

( 2 ) tePq grProra ( 1 ) te arter teThra te Prg anter 
Hate te Pro? gro anterr H terPw f te tep g# Prow 
tto f te PtHtto w anTOiPw Titer Pro wr ate Prom 
mate te, tete tef te, after r?te 515 teterr anpnr Proro 
totti 1 

(3) (to) rte rteterr (1) te arter terrhrr te Pte 
anterr <pf Ptetefro tef teHfPr te totot Ptoto tot te 
Tteter te Pro? aiterr afp? totoPw teterr tot ttor 
P rterro ^ttt tttott te ate ategro 5m Ete tePr H 
te Prterro toHto nrof te PrPte^ TOf , PwriW Ptotot 
totot 1 Prterro gro rte ^P^ql' toH te teter toEtt te 
grate rar te gra grrof te Ptw^t ite 1 

(a - ) teterr te Prg anterr tot ProrPr totE tot ? tj,to 
toPt te ^rPro tttott te anHgr te Pryirr te rrtesr H tea 
grer te ann. arte ProrPr te g^rr gp gpWf te Prrgro 
te ten ) 

(r) PgPsr tort, grn tott, gT^r te^te nr grrote 
te grow te Prrog 36 te 45 aro te ProPtete a gfroror, srnr 
57 te arter ProrPr te ggmte tot, tototow, gteP ttott 
rrg; fPteP tete to Hate argwr torP te Prg Pwfte twtot 7 
te grroi 1 te ng; gHte te 1 1 
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66. btfftRr Msrb 3ntq, bmr wtrt : — srcr bf#4w 
tbs 4 rt iff# fabrTb 4 anbrw b bbR tw^r strt 
•3T^?Tv7 WOT $ R^f ajnbw, wf? f##WW b# 31%T wf 
ab smf ?ttt bi b fbe bn? st# w# trtr # amp ?r 
bllll 4 d H *1 ’’ITT # W «yi H J RR|ft»|bl . WUllbl tl aTFl'^ W 
ITT fabnfV blT I 

67. 3Fjrr« HTrhlrri WT br itT R :•— bl# bb R; b l 4 

sttwR bn? art# 4 pro brbrw srt appro bovr 
srr# 5T7T raw b bpnbRr fwn anbi i 

3TWJFT 8 

tbet wt i rwwrfa 

aa. tbsi wt trf wn fw : — (i) mrr eo # arbr tbs 4 
nrRrwbr # bn? anbpr htt 31 b f“ww rtritt i 

(2) Vb antpT Tf ab ant^T £RT in? HT$R <TT, 
*lb =6 I# t#, twWR w < f 4T brbTW WT Rif ^rflTOFT l# 5TH? 
f*P ts'rd i-l'mintf# # bn? PTR h I RTTTTTT Tfft - RR TTRT 
Ni? anbrw wt RRTpn7 bVrrr wbTT ab *rb arbrw 

bit 'START wt ARts" # ■Hl'tl 4 aRRT Ri+ 1 # b <.-),H 1 1 !$ ' 
wt oart r wf, b brbrw an#AR Rtbp w7 bn i 

O) Rb; arrbrw appro w 4 aror B^ob 4 bn? 
mbnr wtht £ ab Rb; an#ww wt Tpor# wt# <r brbrw 

WT WPTiT^Pfr m PT8R b ROT #“ Pw R#fWTOr wtBT WT 

bpra r wtat arRmbo at art ®ra. arrtRR *b+ tort b 
brrrbm wbiT i 

69. HR wr fq wt brrbr :— (i) art 68 wt tout (3) 

4 arsibr nam Ff 30^ 4 birnnr ^ rmbg' ^ jtrt 4 

3TR7 br?ft m ^ RfrB brfw ^ 
irtt 32 jf ^1 irbr?rt if f rtrt f i 

(2) brhr ^f^rr ^ rs nbr brwp srt anfr^ 
•pi v'jfi -fli'j ■■ fi i 

(3) bfW SPRIT, WT, crffb ?PTT 

4 *TRF*T bfjfTT 36 f 45 PPB if bbV^ nt^RT, tJTTT 

eo 4 anffr brhn H/Pni 1 aprf, sift ipfr 

rfx ?M ; abi ^ i^c aF^ 4 bn? bnM T^nrn 
*Ft rtt; fffr 1 1 

70. apbTr ibbrrn - <fbr ktt :~(i> ^rb bnbn; 

aibT^ 4 T3T if brbfWET TTTrTT f flt a^b^ 3RbR 
Rifhwir tfbr arb tpr aj^br 4f bbrfb^ afbrb^r 'pbr 

anbn ipT h r^iq cfn ar^rKT aii^iii tii<7<a f Hiti 

^ vfhr? *r?V i 

( 2 ) brafra apbR t* arr4 brbn?w <Ft rpn^ >f 
binbnT ’^rfm i 

arwjpr 9 

f wt arwM - 

71. wt ar»-^frnr .— (i) wt ee ^ 3rtfbr brrf 
id^ T ni sttt 4 arwfw ^ft wiwr wi ?^b 7,T STm 

33 if fff i 
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es) b n m a) 4 ar#r n? 1 hw i’ r t wi 

i^trt wt nRRT if ?Tinbin wtV i 

(3) wff *fr b rere rq * ,!r ^ ; . ttwr if 4 brum 6 
Vt rmia- f #r *mr 4 Mhn brwp 3 -rft brhr ^ni 

q^TT inwr 34 if Tf pbmrf if ^tt i 

(4) brbjir wv^r, gpR wpr, bp 0 ^ nvr Bpnmf 

4 Brwmr if brpr 36 ?i 45 pw if brbrf^ irbrmr, nm 
63 4 artffr brrM q^wr? wf ^ btopt, 0 # 

wwr wi 4 i yffi tff w? hc t: at^^n win 4 bn? brrHft 
’t^twtt wf 4 htt; fbfr f 1 

fs) ?rb bmw wf arwfp wt mwRT wt 

btwR wr pfrT f ni P tsfpmt wi nfert wt brnVi 
^ mbm aft pr wt wrwr wrf wt bmw, anwVr 
?ttt, 0 rt fbrrrsrr wifn aft fibs w? wbub/’ni wt imww 
if afftrqfnrr w bn 1 

arwrq- 10 
fbb wt rbrerr 

72 . tbsf wt rbrerr -.— ( 1 ) tbs w5 <y r i bb ff ftt wr 
bmw, 3 tt^ fbff n / l 4 twt if mfpTwnf wt rpt, wwt 
3ib rtb?w«r, 3nbmwTT wt =tpct, ebrerw^ arpnfw urn b if 
fwb f f ’ vf t nwif if if 1 brnf anbmwn ombt nr ■“) 
tbs wt rnitw ab grr^ iprfWR wt mrV nrifbr wi bn? 
feVni i t 4 wrt nbrn, tbs 4 rbrerr if trsf wbn 1 

( 2 ) bpbrw, wrtw tbs t W f brrhrw ab 
RmrnTpf w? bw arfvtmm 4 artfbr wt gnt wrft 
wtfw f Bnl ; Tt Rwbtnr nfwbsb wf if tbs 4 fbrfsr 
if wbn 1 

73. wtt 68 4 antfr w m it w)' wt < fju^)w<«i :— *nrr 
68 w5 artffr ^fmbrf ^ brn^ww 4 bn? ant^ wrw 
35 *f fwrrr 3 w?tit 1 

74. tbsf if rw ab tfsr WT T fp s tWT -W : — Cl> WTT 60 

wt spjttt U) if brfbs 3 nt^r.— • 

(w) tbs 4 rt srrrf bNr 4 irPTR fbt wref wrfw 
?rt RTwr 36 if binwr amrirr i 

(so anw fwrf frn- 4 bn? brwijR wrr ar^irbfTOirt 
tr arRifi gw^iT ?ft wt# <mbm- itrt nwr 37 if 
fwRT antirn , 

(2) tirt 69 wt spirt (2) b bibbs anbpr— 

(W) BRRfbrW ffRT PTW 38 if, 

(Hr) fvw^R rt aRjTrbTrtnrt m arrir w^fr jrt nmw 
37 b fwrrr snrrrr ; 

(3) bf twb amw sppnbr wt b prrrbr 4 anffr 
wrpjt wtrt wt# wt# wrbw ^rt t#is wt pmnnbrTT wt 
mnbRT wt# w? bn?, (nsrbfcr b“, arfb^TRT wt tsb w! 
ib r Bs r b <r# ^r# ^ bn? antin' wrw 40 b brwr 

•m rQ * TT I 
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75. t nricfwrTT arrtg wt fTrcrrw wt thR/7 

:— IR^N; aft TTr^hr 3F-"T TTTT^-r, Sit 

tt^ 4 nwnnr. jp T irwr tt wmr wt a*?™ m^w ;f wt 
tt amfUT t 4 VRT TT f -TTW iTT-TWit «r^PJlfritT wt THTlUrff 
WTrf WTfTT WT Ripf fgTT WiT TpR - Wet WMT ft. 3TW ER f*tT 

\twVw aneptn fr-T-jr n 4, tit ww nwr anfm 4 ttft gat 
ttt^t wt amftt tarnt Tir-i-r Rnwtwnr wt ar«r aHRitw wt 
wt ntwwr art antrwi wt grrt an'iTwrwf eft wr nfwftrWf 

4 mr t 4 ■ETrrrftrrrT clt. tt Titt aft rwtWWi, rTWi WT 1 |trT75R 
^ tm arm rrw^r nfi TrifiT twrrft art apfjT 
?f i 

76. ifra 4 ER T 'TT tiTW W7T X fV T :— tJTTT 69 wt 

ttott (i) m Ti'TYrr ( 2 ) 4 artffr -smfrn near ght wi 
fcrtTw;, RWTftwfw, tgfe jf wkir ’sritn 4 ur wt t# 
Rnt fjur w;t rtsTT^rpr wifnr art? wtarreT f 4 f - T R rta tm r 
tre t 4 trVte wit amrtr, arwfw; — 

" wrf rrwr ant^R 4 ar^qror t 4 

cwj q-^rwm art? arm 

'RJWTf 4 'flaw ?W>TJ WT! THW n,p HM , apH^ten, WRJWi twtlsl 

arrft rnttiw 4 amm t? nqrwwt, arw^ttr- 

mtt, wwwu, amt 4 *rq- rf rfan^tfTr fwiET rwt i” 

77. ntvwmn ffr wt vrttte :— tt^i wt wete rwtgrr 
^Ntwi fur wtrr 4 t-gtw m ttw-ww amt 5?ft w?. f-rwww; 
tt^f 4 rfs T7e7 ti~ xTf ; rw;w fw> wtrr wt farm wr? Feet 

EWT t 1 att TOFW if EVTwfofw TiVft Cftr-T 4 JTWTE WT? 
dl/ksi ntVte WR^rn | 

78. <m ^ (tfrtofr :— (i)wrf^ ^V^rtnrt m 4 mr, 
rriV^nr, tnt wt TOwrt rrw^ fwrq jto twnft 44^s 
wrt 44^f 4 rf 3 TF 57 tE ?n*ft?r 4 hr^ er*n rrf^a twnj tt; 
Trt m?< qvtn 4 tTrT Ta^wt ^ jraT 41 rt - tept^r nrr 
n^rn i fneUra, nT^r err nt^wni 4 TfrrrfT 4 ttro 
trtrr 97 wrf ^ 1 wnr'wrf wrrt 4 ^ ntrwtfr 4 teni 4$ 

mpr wit aft^rr wr rrfTn #m wg rnr^ i 

( 2 ) tn 4w w< rV^ttr (i) 4 arffrr twra teptrr 
wrt arepnrr wttwt g 52 , art wg rr=^frR rf ^^ 7 »r TtVwrtr 
wrrrrfTn i 

C?.) erh Witr q'rt^TTJt httw ir 4 Trrthr 

ttpe tVr-t artrrtmi Wet wit rrfwre 4 tTrp rr^T 42 rf feftrw 
wr 1 artr ejf^ tnRTwr wrr ?n rrmyR gt tttp t ?rt^ h «nt 
arepmr tw wi amrr wt we 7 fsrrs r jY wh^h ^ 

^rtrrtt tr nt wst nfwtcg gm ^-q 4 ar^ftr rrt 577 wrrr ^jtt 
twi x4 nrtfhn 4 ^ tw; wtt if Tf rt arftpw; artwtrwtr 
srrf wt irtwff? wifT’ wtt amrtt 1 

79 . tret 4 rkwr wrr t^rTt^n arfr twr? t-g^t 

wst^r : — (ii t^eg wiierfrnT Wit er^r yrmT n 4 te^g wn 
rttn^? 7T?rT ttitet att irTT aieppt n 11 g-nw? hip fntr- 
witrr wn rGTT wiTT wr wiiwUiei-rmR e 4 tentintravt 
^riT ripTT 1 
33 G of 1—5. 


( 2 ) ntr 1 ^ wit trwi nfrr tetg 4 TTerftnr 4 nrtw; 
ixtr^t wiiwfrrq- n, ^R-trenT 0 ) 4 anffcr rfamR 4 , 

tnetaw 4 twrp Ttrrr ^rerf arit ttttY itm rrnV wtrr wtt 
n'iJTR WTT-t 97, ^RrTKr ntrFt i 

3r>RTR 11 

“3Tt"t|nmrt nt aRprtnr ” »r*wt wrr tt^r nr artTrwnf 
i'i ! ( 3H “-n - r < f - rwi 'i arfr rrtrrrrg < n r \ 

so. anTfwref aRrftiRr arth 4 tFrn sttwytt :— 1 am 84, se, 

80, 96 3TT7 97 w5 anftr arT^V 4 fcTP PTRSTWi Rf fVRT 

ant ‘mn ant?R eianttwitr. hrr 43 , nmn 44 nr wr 45 
t 4 tVarr anrRTT 1 374 ^rrr wrj- ?rtfR 7 tamt 1 aneN'-r wt^tw 

rrmr ttet tVen nm gt, arrwm t" aTrtTR 4 ftrer wt 
Rffw wrr art? arn^rtV ^ 73 R tnar^nt arf? -mf m ^ 
antrR wrt rttwrref gir, ^ wufn eIrt i 

81. anr rwi’r'ywr *mmr n nnrrr ?t : — (1) erf^ w^*r 
97 twRu wrrt 97 , tntwrwi wrr erg nRrtTm gr arrt; twi tnew 
so it timart t 4 t twrtt rmr 4 ar#r ant’rr 
wrrt 4 f^rq nnrrr^RT Rnrarr H^t 4 rryt t, nl we antTw; 
wt riTTjrn rf^Nrr wnVr, artr am nr ?«p ant^R Rmt t 4 

4 tsnj trft artY^RET wt rntter t ^ nrrr t 
arG7 Erterr n wrt, tntwar; arrtTT wrt arTri^r wr tm 1 

(2) wtq arrtiwi ^rf>GR ( 1 ) 4 anfhr anpim mNr 4 ar^? 
r^nins 1 w; tfrp nr-fR ttwt 4 Er trenra, 3ntEw: wt rErwrf 
wiT arwr 4 qTwrrr wi 349797777 rrtt tw; wrt 

antTT 97 amf- wrrfwr^t wt r rnp ?T<nrr Tt wtr-tr Wi7 tERT 
3iN I 

82 . trrrr 92(2) ^ 3nthr farhi «st rE«n>rr :— (1) um 92 
Wit TOTT .(2) 4 3T#T fwrtY Wit PlRr 46 if 4 7ft 
nfrlWI jf ^t arnirt 3TR iTcTi W7T wt OT»JT7T Cl) 4 3T#T 
arrtYT twmnr wt wirte- t ^ nnir 4 rtf t^Er'^P wrt 
taft amrti 1 1 

(2) ^RtwRir ( 1 ) if tnfftE firtn wit Rpr-rr f 4 

anprlW ^ i ttRe'iinr arfr ?nf . wr^ ?t, gift far^ 

'Nrh.ft n^rwm antqR; wf aF^--^- wrref 4 tr-rp tarn f 
ant grrwt nr<r ftrHr w? mrtf r if irrEfn titm 1 

( 3 ) teRfir t^rtr fw7hr Rt Tr’-rnT arf ann'r m^r wt 
FR rrftr 3rrtTWi t? rmt^r wsitn 3rfr tnwii wt tr mtter 
wt rEwnrr tamwrt trft rntfr wt ngf f 1 

(4) fntww< c?T7T fwrfj wit farram t49 ant wt nfR • 
twni ant T? gt Ttwt t' f fwrnt if n^rwrR ?m acfwtrffi 
wr«R- m nr^r frwT amqrT 1 

( 5 ) fiJWP 7R9TWTT FTnat Wit TUTWTt' 4 hrq rnttsT 

arft rrn frertr wrfnr arf w^wi' wri qtt rjnwrt 4 ffq 
wrt f wnr tt rrn wt 1 

(6) fTm 44 4 8q?naiJ-i ( 2 ) t ( 5 ) Rwi f 4 
tNRT, rrr teRnr t artfr Turwiit wt ntwrRT wit. nrwRrwR. 
Ret 9RT7 ann; gttt, t't we ft^ 3R[Tfr wrrt 4 trrri 
twrttt n^rwm wt ri-rmf wt rrrn; rfti t 1 

83 . wrr 88(2) 4 artrw ant^T Rt ftTur: — r 1 ) an^twr 
f fnmRwt wrf ww wrrt t ttrq mrr oe wt Rnmn ( 2 ) 4 
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anArn wr 47 E A nfwf E Pw mpn arfr wE 
aw m»r are E Em w4 naAn tit Parer -arfV w;- 
yfar 4 w Parent aA reA m w A Am airt- 
TD Atm wE 4 Pm) 4m 4 1 

( 2 ) mr 87 A 3YWtt a> E ere (to E were ( 1 ) 
tt wa mr ( 2 ) E PafW w arrErerrrt 4 EAA A ®nw 
WpE A pn A EmE mE A an mwrr wt if* Err 4 
gw gwm 4 ere (td ar mm (m) 4 arAn '‘stEttW A 
arn^tA” 3tW E mr E arEw A AEr 3 ^ w, E nW A 
ippulV sppftr wenm 77377 Aw WE toi w Ptpw aA 
mE ww A mp Aw wE tpfw rnft r^r-TT A 
«nAa E mwmr fiEw A mmft 1 

(3) I'-wtt, anEem A w nPrr, gnPaw ( 2 ) A EnPW 
Errem, Art; mfE ft aA mp A w Atn are awn A' 
Atm aA mE EgAn Em H p; w TPamf A Amt A 
nrEm E w am E wp EE Paret 3#7 rnnA mm w 
P rren frPw A PW w Amr reE E fmr Anr 4 
aA m*r if) mn Pawn 7 ft pR nPn anEw 47 mEA Wm 
sA arrAn p Aft nrEtm A arEer Pawn A EfEw 
t;Att 1 

( 4 ) aAPnw ( 2 ) A PaEAe EAa A rea anArn A 

POT if ET?mi, are- tj-ftfifi-TC ept t flr^rgT t ^ 

TW7 *E TE^JTFT ?W^r arft TOfiFT jE HT^<r 

iro[?r -^-r ^ 17 ^ fIV pfri arffEr ^rE 1 

( 3 ) UrT'TTi qwrrTt ^ «r-ipt m f sp'f srE pt^t 

?rrtft?r <* rt nrrter E ^ w 4 3i^7 nr[ tpw apt 
snrr? ^tt i 

0 . farnr 44 4 gVPgw (2) E (5) ?ra 4" hfafife 
Ttfmr, yrr ^ -srtfEr tE ttE aim5!rw, 

mff ITOT7 vipj; 77! 3np?Y ttE t! fcn? 

tTrhft ^?w ?fh (Y'lW ^ ?ufr ?“ 1 

(7) fsrTTT EE^un 1 / ^ ffnj PTrfEpr sftV gm^^rfr 27 ^ 

*T?r>0fir7 ^ Ettpitt- tttE t 5 Erq Tnrrf tt fF^n7 
"pVttt 3riV <M sre 77 sptE-tt 1 4Mf 75 3U7T7 75 ?nT>7r 1 

84. WRT 88(4) 4 arifk .iTrEr^ irr# 8^ (1) 

?]^T 3rrfV0H7 77 *PT7 ^7^1' 3^ptT 75 f?H3 tHTT 88 «fE 
gTimr (4) 4 3T#T afWr'R 48 *E irfg^rt E 2 3 4 * * * f'^jr^rr 

'>IH“l'l 3ff7 3<-l *]' 3fl 1 "7 7i<^i 4 7)l< u l 3^7 E h^M 

^nfEr «r? tfq^tri<9 4 *nv =0717 ?f# ths w Enm 

tTTTT MEtW IVq giE 7TT>, 3n?7^(7 77 m4 

7i /jii i T *i mN T) q'w Mtj'iti 4, nt 3 (t^tp 3rr4^g 4 

tnrtfr t jE tttstt- ttEitt i 

( 2 ) fsmT), 3 it^7 arE ot^t, «rfr ’Rfi 1 uf, 7 ^ 177 ; 

nfff 'EE^ttr i I arf 3nEN?r ttEtt 3 ^ gE ^rr Ep 7 ^ 
qqi RTtr # argf^ra ?m^r t 5 vfi7T7 qsp Ettw ^ Esm^f ar^- 
irfYr 4 4 ft ;rt 73 ar^TTr 77 ^ 4 E^ t 

^t 4 Erw^rg- ft E^nr^5 artfEr 3 )i<jq» 4t, 

0RT 77T? $N' (T75 aflET^TTR 77 77W 7!7*t 4 I 

(3) PhtETi q^PSTTt Tit J(W 4 77^7 EttEt 4 ?)W 

t E^ ^ 4 ar^rEcrr 4 Err^rgt artV wE 77 77Pr* HfTrrr 

f (it 3r^JtE77 P^TTtfTT 7T anffTI Tit l&f El f ^ T -Tt 77 

gt Tf 3 )P«(?Em0- tttt atn (mV , a i i E r ^ r E 77 

Tlpt 4 Pm 4 3r^pTTtf 77 7TT7TT if 1 I 


83. nPt i * n n °i ainV ^ Ptutt^t Tit EtEf: 

Pg^TfT), OT75 fTTT UTTr 89 Tit gTTJTTT (3) 4 2177^, tfEfC 
77 h Prut 5 < J l 77*t 4IMI SfTf'TT, 7(2177 *t P E i SIlPw 7 7i/ J ll I 

88. HITT 03(5) ^ arifpr 374T7 : 

O) arptEr 4 Er^^iTt-aitt wf, srt EtEtt; euti mr 
Tit nf ■ ?t, 4 'pr/t^w 4 P?rp am 93 tE gqwr ( 5 ) 4 artfEr 
arrErm tttt 49 4f ft EfWf n Prmr wit ariV grnt gm 
vmrr, Esht 77 atrErr; PtEt ttitt f, ait? ^Emrr 3TAft7 t>t 
37et7?r HFTT 3(fV ^JTT-5 FT7' ‘-(rEpr. 4 (77^7 U HTffT 

fPTT I 

( 2 ) Tpf PmETTi 7 T 7 f 7 T 7 HIPT ft 5 fN Ep 3 FpfP 7 T 4 

Ph^-tri 1 an v 7 TRif 4 TTiTt^mr 4 Em) nmn^mi TmraT 
7 # Tmtir f 11 , ot 7f arm'fTi «ft tiAit aitt 

7(7 am; Ep 3ttEt 7; Tmrt Ef rpmrf 1 t 5 Pm) ms tttt ^ 3PT7 
rnTmT 7 tiE. Ph4t 7 arrEpr Tt gnUp 77 mAir 1 

( 3 ) Efim, -amtpp Tit prrrf 1 m 3f^m 44 4 tttdt 

7f 3fTTnE(rT TiAlT Et> T7T 3TFtfm 77 afpt TnTTTT^ 1 Tit 771) 
3PT7T Tit 7tA(7 m Ep7 27Q I 

87. UT7T 93(5) 4 anfif 37«tp)t Tit 777 it aRJTTpW Tit 
277 TITft 7pTU7 : 

(1) tPs PaArr; anErr p arrE mrArEt a^pncr pm 
f at 7f anEpp at PmAr Att Pt: 7f amtpr arEr mrr? mr- 
At rt mt tPW AAmEt 77 m EEpp E 1 4 Epft 
arm ’mfpr p art AA »t PpTTf mfhr ft m are Ppft 
At mPpr 77 mEEr p 1 Pmt gpVt re E Aft uPret Et 
l?r (tttr rmthr amft mPp) 1 

( 2 ) an Epp Prere tP g?rmEt?r Tit q;pn An Pgret 
anEpr aA PTsm A mPret tE refEr gTpren ( 1 ) E 
PEEpe EE^mt aA Pp# are mP-mA p Et *if 
?' J i 

( 3 ) tAfwrt nr tP^ are mEpr Pam p anEpr aA 
mre A nPret A mEEr A rnf' f t Prem mt ErEy A 
Fpfr msn 46 E' ft Aret E Aft mEEr A rmta- E A 
rer 4 amp 4 re^rr 1 Aft r^^nr E E antm ftE Ept 
p PAA 7^777 Ppf7 Par f arit grrE nr«r PrAr 4 re- 
Ar E nr^r f A 1 

( 4 ) PpA T^TTiR PpEj A n/pn 3 A amE A 
AW arrPp p amftTr Ef aA PWm A grr anter A 
rurar An EmA t/A anfEr E A A 

( 5 ) PreW frrr PrAr fanre Pp) n nfn Ptt) Pm 
ftnt E A PW A 7^777 pp AaErw nre n wr 
TiPipr W L Erer w 1 

(6) grEnr aWtA E "jE At p n At are nre, A 
7f At; sW, PWrr; nret A r^anrA E Pm) aEA aA 
nre Paw Ait aA tstW A Aft r^nA E Pm) ttt 4 
tt-v pr Ppr A rpmt An 1 

( 7 ) Paw 44 E grPaw ( 2 ) E (5) w E PAafEA 
Aw, Paw E 3 (Aa i^A At rntW A, ( 0 7737 ^ , 
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33ft tor 5tf[: lidt, ddt to ddR wt d faq troHft 
dt ipW *tt HTp ltdt t I 

(r<) qfq froTTO W^rT d fTORTOTt ^7 Iiraf d 
q pt ftffTT TOd to difTOW ^ id to airdrop d-Ji/ dt 
3r^fifcT qt did Ttttr d, jrf to -!. toto irW, dddtror 

«*nrVr 1 

artw 12 
6 hjfcw> 5T5TT1FBT7 

8B. ^V^rofi UWlBWi dt TOW^t : 

( 1 ) f trTTT 115 d TOlt J i 'I d Vl(ii lA^i WtfiS' 

tprit dt cke ^nrnrwt Tidm 1 wiiti) *t dsirtro HinTOnf 
d W add id rord cn^niH’, Rdt 31^11 d ITT 1 

A i^rr, grot ttototot d efc add wdt ew- 

irtYr; srtV 3rpnw to arpro itm 1 

(2) dd safw., dqitro it ri TO7t dt row^t d 
^r^n qiPr qtw tow d TTTq w aittfir I'P qfq TO 
trodd- fa rr ardw pt w it, awfrr :— 

0) f'^TPT, I-dltdrot TO irkdfwt it TTSjfl 

(2) TOT d TOT 15 TOT TO TOTTOjlfafi TO 

(3) TO d^^fpT TO ?W « TTO7 d fl^lf-lTO TO TOih*fi'dt 

firwr jft sen trod anro stwk 4 ^mrodt to to 

7?T it I 

89. "i' fflfv r m rorofTOTt dt TOwrat it ntirofTTn fd? TOd 
d fiq Wp dt 7Wff: 

Tiff dt stott edfror srq^nr wtdro dd 1-7 airon w dV- 
7 riito<? dt romroft *t ntmiViTr wd d tdq toto 
tot to ttw d* 1 

90 . ddntro* TTTTTtTWTT^ dt TOunrdt it tddt w*r wrtror d 

TOTO TO OTT^T: 

Tif^ V^i t|Ai ^ ^ 177 ^ ^tEt ^ ttwt Tfrfl tr^, 

7W ??■ ftp ^ ^srfw •Tiulf ^T HTRTTft 

tf ir^TT TTTlVq, 7TT T? N^T 88 3^7 89 4 ^ 

gW ^ (ft, 4%TfRT5 Vt RTTFfTfl Vf sqfW 

^ RI7 ^>7 RFkTT ^ I 

91. ^ irr^w : 

^ 7T77 i9tIT ^7R 3rTWT^ 7n TTTfhfpr yt, 
T?T ^T§, ^t75RU 3TFf TOwJ 97 fWl ^trTTR ^ 7TW 
rf, rfTTT ^rfw g-RR r,37f^7T- st, fpR 87 ^ 

C2) ^ srpir ^ fTlfsTW 957 779^T I 

92 . ^Vrfcra ^ tttoV nrr ^rt ort : 

fWl 7ft 95T "THT IRrT^frf 9lft 

srmTTTft $ f^T TTSpTTT — 

Otf) Tjf^ I^w RTqTf ^77 TOH 31R ^ JTPRT 

957 1 9T 

(w) 777^ ?HT9 9i m 9T TmmR- ^f, ^ wi 

TIRft 77 qT TTITTHT THT^r ^ TfT T9T^ ^ 

9517^ 'Il-m9tft 4 T^f R7T 5“ : ^TT 


ctr) gpf feft 3rtcmr qrr h7gg«r ^iivt *m it 

STlV 95T7PTTfT TT TT^rr RTT ft aftV 91 319^ft l“^7- 

7777 jft Tn^TTJTl ^T ftM ?t 3riV fpTR5 ®TI TW it 
^TT^TT R7T HmTTTft it s!^T trin 3TRT grtltj 1 

art-qw 13 

tTR srHmrrf 

93. arnTWlfarT *5 it ft amt nntt tqt 7lt«r*rt: 

ym 125 ^ artftq t# ri ft^e arhr^f Hf 

tttEk itju^^n art^TqiTrf ^ -rnr, nt^m, <tt 7MT7 $ 
psq- «7Tq «PT T7TT, W75T Rqfeqt <1? crft, qfl? ffof it, 

3^7 ihn^TWJT Tit rntW itjfr i 

94. ft^Yp 3ft7TO7rf3lt 4 ftitT-ffairt *3 tfn 3ft»T»f : 

01 TTRiq; qg ^rt^fTT qt rq: artRwrf $ W rf 

tf-TR-fTpr fi'^t q?t I'^JT ft. JRT 50 it rriVut H 3fT+P7 
^ftqT ^t teY? mTOtfrq t mnq mqffrq it 'ntenr qrt 

‘HTtpr I 

(2) 3ntqq5 tM aiR TTR^mt f7n sft tqqsrr snrr 3mt- 
Yprr it 1 

95 . tsHg arfirW 4 mr; ari^n qVt^n wt t»rt7rf«7r«rf : 

O) «T7T 126 ’Tit ^WRT Cl) t TJTTg (2) it tqf^5 311^ 

'TTt^rr it ftatiTTr aif? ifttVn Tit?^ iftrft i 

C2) fViftt i ti Trtp it tPqtqfgq- tow rW, -Wrr:— 

tq°7M 3l VO'flHH 3H! 

tot to 1 “ <k f *e aftrirtqqTT arit tAqir 100 

tot to 2 - trtWVf aftft tot qwitart 

tot toto aifi troror 100 

(3) toN TVltlTO TOTTO 3dV i-tlTa^ tnt^T I? tffT! 
auftr ttTO: 40 iit?rw art? eo ntcrw ?tit adft TOq^ 
97t$7T if wfftrf TO rl TTlft qtt<T7T t '7^1 am?TT TOT WI ^,71 
Wt t 50 jrftRRT 3f^ TOT ft 1 

90 . tfTe aitiiWart w ftinejWir : 

371-iinft 1 t, trrqir 95 it iVtqfife ari^ qtt^r srffaf m 
?tt t tow adt trotro ad arrroro ttoV to art7 wild 
airrow toI ^ tow, tort arpfdt it gW fAq tVtir- 
rtItt t r mt^r T7 to -aitirWart t 7tar7TO it 
TOrofft to w tw to^tt add ^ dedg artqwf t wt 
it it'JTlttTOT fit TOMTO arT7t TTOn | 

97. d^ TO^nrf ^ rtar^Wror ^ tw? amftpT ift qtwrtinr 
qrd TOt intd: 

IJT7T 126 5fit TO7JT7T (2) t TTTfftr ddia arfirwf ^ TO 

it vtj; Ttd d i"^qT7 TOtror qrrr h to so it qt irtrort 
it fqq ' 3 rr , d wt airtqir f, hw 7^ troro itqT front i 
WTO7. 1966 d ^d dd^ arfqwf d to it isn^t dtVq - 
d ft it ptott ?Vft 3it7 iro TOhjrt ipt iqdt iM frordt 
wit Sint ^tt TTtdtnr it pf Tfijf frodr t^ttot it i 
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93. yRT 12G(2) fa 3T«fFr 4fa=5 arfpnRrfarf TIT ?TJf?fafa?Tr: 


fafaTT , W 97 fa 3 ffefr=T Tfapff mtw ?f fafag arfar- 
fa pm pf pfafafaRor fa ffan? sin's -i rf rnffar t? rffa 

yPTOT PTPrrUTT ifa jTT 5 ?T TRrfT mllrl UTTT 126 faf sWTPT 

(2) PT fcrfnffas sivf fai WT f TTPT fafas 3?fpr- 
wfsrf fa fastm? pf Tfa TP Pim t I 

99. iffag affPNmf fa nr if fa ffar? 

fafa sqtm fafas adfamif fa PPT pf pffaTfarfT ?ffa TT 
mr nfai 1 ?fnT, faN t§— 

(1) pp^m mTnra'n £ttt ffa^r fam tt mm fmftV 
ffanr pprr f r ; 

(2) sR*rtfw ffamfVRT ?i , 

( 3 ) mrifW rfanfamT rifa tp faf, mfa mmm?T pi 

W TTTFT TT o{fprW3f nfa 1 ffaTT fa* fa 
gppfa fa^Wp r TT TT 7 W mfaf Slip pi ffapff STT^n 
fa ?ttt faf Tfrim «n , 

(4) PTM Pf PIT HTPPT fa THR fa^ PT^JT mimm SHTT 

Tfapff arrmr tt favn'k acm rrar f sri? wwr 
qrr ^ fan nnr if, m m ffa fan- army nr 
gpf fafar s^mr n?rr f m? rtpit r w. 
ifa?n 7 mT if nr mfa im ifai nr snfar T7 fanffn 
p^pt? fa frr fafaar arrfay stt, fantfanrr mr n 

faf ri , 

(5) frhr-mTPnfat ?ifa S?? armr? tt anrmft 
fa*i 

( 6 ) msfa qrisfag g-ffa ?t? fa'^rr nr arm? nr anrTTW 1 

t 

100. fafpr 1|!T ^'TT*r 

ffapfi mfm tt nrn faAg srf'nwfsrr fa pffapn? pf nw 

apjjppfi PT OTTi fat? f'ffaf'.'TPg WT nn PTRfPp Wippf TP TTT 
p?rrr i 

10.1. fapfr wrfax TT PITT fafa SliTTTfaT ^ pime? pi «ET 3 
fa*rr simr : 

CD fafam, ?nrfi »fr pfnfafar 4sfa iif'Tmf tt nm-— 
cni) farrri pn sr^rtr ttpt ^srr ?T; tt 
(?t) Sr- t? jt? 7 rnT st ; tt 

(PT) 5TT TfaT PTPTTP ^r "TTPT 130 3TPITPT (1) $ 

sptffa farfr fafarr ^ nrr # nng fanr ; 

TT 

(T) 3rr ^pfa fapR' ioo T' ffarfase nfar f pi^iq- 
pf fa- grT ai affn pm ptw rm aifapr 
?ttt gi, Tn?_‘ prfaT t 

(2) ffai fafar tt pTT ; r r ifa sifpofasri' 4 pfai^-p pi 
ttt it ' "- Ti pitttt pf srfarpffafPT fapn 1 1 1 j - 1 n srip 
^nfarr tt pfafnrr fwr i 


Part — 


102 . pfag srfaTOprfaf 4 pfjrerp if pi Ten? nr? «rfw^rf ^ 
PiETt wr rrwifapr : 

(1) fafa srfarrfsrf 4 pfar-ep pi t?t? pr fanf farm 
^ tt 4 mnrfa 4 far? otpt 130 fa ^t«tpt (2) 4 arfar 
snfar fai ?^n? fa fa fafa pi cb pttpt 4 far w 51 
pf fa faWf pf fTTT nrrt?PTT 1 

(2) nfa fapff fafa nr mr fafa fanwfsrf 4 pfap^p 
pf Tpfahfa ^p fajT p^rr f nt fa 7 T fafa ifi gfaf affanr 
fafa fa fa fa ' 3 prpf r?^ fa fa srrhr nr nprrr nw 
r 5 n pf ppirr ^i'p'h 1 

( 3 ) rffa siffafafa 4 pfsrper pf fafa ttpt tt wnfnrfan 
Tfafa 5 tpt ptjttt pf srfafafarr ffa Tnippir srfp prpfapypr 
fam tt rfafa fan nn?n 1 

ioo. fafa srffafasTf 4 pfamp pf nmf afa *f ntifan : 

(1) fafa srifafa, fafa arffafasrf 4 pfarer pf fa 
sfa mr, TTprn? 4 pttt fa? rmprr Twfarf, fa fa 
fa, nn mr tt arfaT-arf pf fapfan n? fa? w 52 pf far 
nfn pf anfar T fTTm fa 1 

fa afaT- fa'p ppTf? fa? m-nr aFpfa pf ffaffa fai 
nrfar tp farm, faps srfprmfarf fa pfapgr pf amni'T t 
far-far 'Rwn 1 

( 2 ) fafa srfafaarf fa pfarp37 pf fan prnT nfa? fa- 
far nram pf srf>JTffncr fan Tm?nT 1 

km. ffa mmwf fa ppt pf nrpprnr fafa pi it^tp : 

nfp fafap faf pm gr far aiffarnpr fa snffn fan 
m-fa inn i3i fa 3r»-rm ( 1 ) pf mfafara- f : faff *-m- 
m? fa Tm-pr faff mfar # pmmr nfa fai srmf fafa? ni 
ng aro-f --Tirpcrr grp mfifpT fa' pfr^ffar nfan arf? fa, fai pmn 
fa arm? fan ng arTjinrr fa, rpnor Tnfa nn fafa fan 
fa fa fail fafa afbrfaf fa et pf piimm fat pi imn faf 
n faTT rsir? an? m faifar fa nn? t ?, fafa fa, fam 

fa fa w arip sit pfTrfa niT irw? fai fa crrerm ffafai 
fai anfar fan ifpf n§ ffa rm-pfa 1 

105. aifrfn^-pr fa srfafa pfarpfatfn ffapg arfarfaarf fa 

PTi*l I TT paiil P|*T : 

rffapg aifpranfarf fa ppt pf pfaiTfafn mfarmf fa nmf afar 
Tnf tt rrm ; r pt n n -rnm tp pram, pmranwf, 'prrnffap 
farfanarf fa afa faff pffn pf v-m nrw fan fnfam fain 
pTPrfa 1 

armor 14 

mffa 

ioo. prpff ppTpna;f m rnr : 

O) m afaffasTPr tt ?r ifamf fa arfafar ffapff rmfarnfa 
fa Pimm pf pnfa pfr^RTif fafafa fa rnfam ri pppEfam 
1 , m ; 'i tp PTPrifim faf arnifaf 1 
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107. shsRT Fftpprr ftt ^ : 

Hitt 73 4 ' Prfftft 1 rpft? ^-fpiftar ft fftft? ft 7 FF iprft? 

ft flTE ap^fty 9^9 53 ft ft ttEeRTT ft ftfiFT appFT ait? 
tpf i ? ji ft? ft TrftrPT Fftftpr qftftqF? fr tiw tf i ft ft 
TF^FE: FFpfqR-r pip? FP# Sift? 31?? TINT ft af?P fft WT 
app(ft? ft fftfaffty ft Fft f?tt ftft? i 

108. tftftv y^ft? ftt iroirNpr ^jtg 4 tft?PFF ft? iftft : 

ary tV-raa. ftfpT qft ?fj MTFift.i ft? oftift 
ft? T^app twrtw ft? app Fft pppftpr 7^ F? FftF ait? 

ftpft-T Fpft FTTP ?F?P0 PTFTfcpT Tfttlftf ft? ftftft FTT? 

ftpftp ft? ftftFT ar?? 31-cpfti F? nfftFr ft? F 7 ft? 

piftrar Fftp 3ft tftftp-F; ft? ttf ft anftyE ft i\iffs; tt 1 

109. ftfty ftt? ft forty ft? ftpr arfr tptf : 

(1) ^ Eft fo-pFi? sFforr nappr ft fo^ppp ft? Frftsr 
ft w ftp ft ftftr tqft? tptf ppTifoF ^ ft foftr ft mp 
ppf 54 ft 3 ? p??pft ft foftPF F? t^fft ft pftFT 1 

(2) fftfty --ft ftft? ft tpp t^fft fortft? p^fo-, ft 

pf fap-r 97 fi font? fpft ft aii? arpark art f^ ft?ft ft ft? 

PFTfftp fpf ppp pff p? pfcrF? ft ftyT 1 

(3) Frpp art? ft<pt ft? pj; ftft fww ^T7T ar^y 

ff? ? pft Eyfjpr ^fft ftaf? appft? 1 

(4) ftpPT 27 ft 45 ft ffthftfts 3FT FiFF pftftpr Fpft, 

7 TT 5 R- gtpp aril ft TRyfoyrr pfonp FFRTPFr, pm 68 

ft arftftr Tftrry ft? ^r-rrft ft- 3ft? jtfpt fee ftft? ftft ft 

ftftft ft ar^ET ft f'enhr ft? 7E^ C t? fpc; ftft f \ 

110 . ’H^WT ft fty^nFT : 

faftra, TEftr ft fyq appfy fsp? Fift arft ^ ftw 
3Pnft ft ft nft ft fspift, ftr ftft" E?, ft ftft 
ftFT I 

111. TPryjpft qrr irm 3fth : 

C'l) ^F FOW-lft 17 ft SP ftVfFEPT FT ^F ftyft 
3PT ftft FFFrftpT ft ^llftlT aft ft fftl FT ftrftpF ft 

ftT fti9 aft ft ?7rq ft??yF t?, TVtf ft ff ?EPft ft 
ftft amft ftapft ft TEft^yrr 1 ?, ftpt ft ffts? 
arrqft, F^P-ft ffpf: PEFftFF ftpft ft tEprai ftyr arrpTT fti 
TrftT ftftT WTFFtf E45 tTPr TPR ft iffiftr 7ftrTT I Tpft; 

TPTF-TF ft, TPTF-FF 3^? FTP? Eftftp ft ptfpt ff fwf ftf 

FFTF apfthft fto aft ftt Flft Eftw FTT FTP ft? FFT ft 
ftp 3T?7 7TFF-FF ?Fft aft Eftft; ?ft oft ft fcjqr FFT ft, ft 

ftpr Eftift sft aft ft iftn fft ft wft arrF ftt ft Fwter fthnr 1 

(2) arft ^ FTTF-FF ft ft FT ft ft aftyqi ftiftp ft, 

Fft 3PT ft 7? IF Eftft ^FEp-rpTFi ftft TPFFft FTT afttETTf^ 
3FTT aft auft ftft-^rPFT aTTFFTTft ft ft aft FF TPprft FTT ^FFT 
ftraft ft ?FTFT afTTOTT 1 

(3) y'Trpfr ttpptt ft ft?FT 7 fciFft arftpTTftr ft Tftftf 

ft KlTFp' FT? FftfE ?F5FT FTT PFFT ft, WFF ftft TPlFlft 
ff ft ftmrr 7ftft fapft arftpmft appj? aiMFTR? ft pftw 
FFF ft FPpf ft F7F1; FI FF FFT afF K 3Pft SFtm Jftq 5fft 1 


( 4 ) TPry-FF ft? 7TW TVFTftftiFF FF ft ft amjft :— 

(FT) FTFT ft— Tftft? ftpiptF FT ®ftpR ft TPTft, ar? ?«fty 
3T7T PT^F ftft ft ?FT TTT?4EfF ft, FT 3PF ?ftft 
ariftrFTTft ft FTFJT, at? FFT T3il-sftFF' ftft -•TOFTcIF 
^FTFT 7PTF- “fftFlft FT qPTF-FF ftft ft ’pRi FRTFT fftFT 
TFT ft ; 

(75T) WTFT ft FT1P ?Fft? «RT «F WPT ft— TPPlfFFT aifl 

ftftrftF 3 tt?wt (w aftr ft?p) arr'yfFFF, 1948 

ft Wftpfrr ftft ftp FT POF ft fW? TPPlfFFT FT 

FjftnftF aTtyW? ft tpt^- ft ftft fttr ft pfet ft 
Fteft ft tpt^t aft tftr Eftftk ffftp ?tpt Ffeftar arty- 

ftFEPT. 1952 (1952 FTT 53) ft? VTTT 14 ft 3nfN" 
FTTFFT Hl'-F ^ FT FTT ft^T FT P*TPT ft •FiFftiCT FT 
pfapft? ft TPT^T I 

(5) FT! Eftftj ftaprft H-H^T qiMF-TT ft? TTW ft? an^, FTf 
FTrftr ff ftaprft ^ gy t-stpt ftt anft q7 qmT ff ft 1 ? ^ppr 
Tf? anft? ft, FaftfT FTTfttT 3lf7 F7TF7 app?? T^T, F?ft ftft ft, FT 
TFTFPTF ft? F^T F?ft qPTF'-’rrr ft? TPTF 'FTFPPT ft TPTy ft? 
FT FP 'FTFTaTF' 3T7T 7PT((r tftp FF ?ftft? arflrW? ft TPPT 
ft? F^ C ft 3T?7 3PF ft apTFr FPT ^PTrftiftT FTftfT ai?7 app? 

FFitytTpr arir ft? ff FaftFT ^rftr 1 

(6) ftft ftt 7TTF-FF taPP? F? FTPlfftpr ft ?ft FTT F7 FT 
FTP? FTFF-FFT TP? ft ?YuJ F4 ? r l F F (4) 3TTT Ffty^F tftft? ftft 
EFTftlT ft, toRP? TRT^T TPRT'FF ftpTTJ aTP? ft FTftFT!!7T t? ( i^T 
3TTFFT ft? Fft ft FT Fffft fPlPP FF ft", ^ FT ?TFTt(R 
FT? FT FTT *F?FtT FT? Fft?F fttTTFTT ft? aiytdFF ft TT^vT ft 
?VtF fFFFFT 3TTT F??FF7 fftFT ap pftFT 1 

(7) FFTF-FF FT? 7PTF tftFP? ar?7 phlft^rPr FT7P? ft ^ 

ftp? ft TTT'ffto 1 ari? arpmftrJF? ft ftt wr?ft ft FTfF^n? 

3T7T artn-WtEF tftiFT anpFT taRlft TPTcJT TPTF-FF" ft? TTFV 

«f? Fft ft I 

(8) arft arfFmft? appr^, apyr ft ftt ftft t? amfy? ft 
ftpp? tpr-t-ff f?R3T n^n ft. w ftt Epfp: grp taprft tpt^t 
FTFF -TO? 7TPT ft? apt?, JflF'F'-FF' ft app T? npT t?TP FFPT- 
pe tppf ?pft apiRp ?ft arrft? FF?pfter ft afftTFTS?? ft 

qrFF--'PT FfFT7, ap^FT3 FF ft T^F ^T FFT ft FT TPTFP Tftp 
fft ft ft? fft ftrp ft fft ftp ft ?P5 srhrmsfl ft ft? ^ftr.- 
TPPTT ?TTFT ft ari? FTP? FTrft? F'ftr-Ffp ft TTW-FF F7 IPFT5T7 
?ft7 ft ft appp ftr^r aftFTP fftnr ft .1 

( 9 ) pr .aftftppRr ft tpFrft ft arftft fFft? ft? ftp?- 
prft? ft ftfty ft ftrftFFT ft tptc,t 3t?75pt ?ftft fft ipp?ft 

7mr-FF prtcpt p^p tfty ft arftft, tpfw: Tsrftipr IftFT 
aptJFT I 

112 . irfft— yft fqrrfy ft ft fqrft? bpf Fpftpft? ft p^ft 

3T??rTT fftp apft ft, Fft prftq; p^ft pp aRPT FT pfp, p^rft 
pfppTp ft? Frrft fftwr arf? Trft ft ft? appft?, F?ft PFqrft ft? 
nfrrFr ft F^rft arnpr TftpTpappfr pf t? nftft tftft ap trp? it?, p? 

I^TT p^trf ft tftftppi ft FTP, F^T? ft TPTF fftFFT FTP? FT 
F^TFTTT *R TP7?^PP ft tftPT tftFT appFT I ptft p,P 
PFft F^r? ft ft? tpftPPT ft FPT F 9+ft Fp p?, p? TpTPrft ft TPTF 
FFft ftqr tftFT apprp ] 
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113 . yt srrovr y ft. — ( i ) jie? fir yfp to u h 

y fm Promt 4 apfrm fqrtft qt mm^W wr ft wot 
m r T’f qyt 4 tVtp, Prow qrt m? mm ft fa tfift qrRftrrPfmt ^ 
P^fft tr^TR 4 Pmp fWr qrpf epr W, Pq*ft fPTFtm W 
prfVrm, wn y nmm m\] tt-tt f , Pymqt imp 

ytmProm y spt Promt it wrim mifr qrt tf, qf Pytspr 
i^ror w 44 f^rr ft ptft t^ptt it pqfmP^ qro qmt. 
frosty tt^pt qmr ^rr mrro ’fit qmt qtt 3nts^TT qm mqy f 1 i 

(2) Met ^t qtf C 3TFtcjqi y qTRfyft mT f^W 

WIT f 3TW P# ProTO Pq*ft *ft fTTO Wit fTTT PqPdP^H 
wr qt >ftR wft mf ytsrr m rnyy fa yf Pmflro ft if 
3prt wr, p¥f wni, mt ProA y anTror mrnmt, fp 
UTO/T mf 1 

114 . fwt flTT fqPmfa qfl flfam qrr rotm— arPlTProm 
y spr Promt qt mtftm <fc^ qt fap Pqftt armfey y fyftt 
qmFrrcff qt tstw 4 rrfropr frnfafa qrt rnfam m rotm 
qyt ft ’N^rra rfit ymfaq; y roro yt \ fb yfaqrft qft 
sfm i?rf^4 p^rmr rfif 4 Troim ppm? 1 yfarr 1 

115 . Ptott 4 Py P n y a i y f ^ tjmfqVtam «rr wit mnpyt 
M wmr «pmt M Pup mrstqy — (i) ^nm 4 sm 77 qft 

ptprt (i) 4 ?mns (n) 4 anftr m4 PyProro 4 'u-rf -q r H 
etI 3pEh?r itpt 55 ^ pttrt^ 3fT#P qrf 4$ fqfww 
^ TTT^AT ^ Pirhir 4 tJT W ifhTf PT PWW R5 W 
ft arpftRFi arMm onriV 4 Tit jrst 57 ar^fhr 

*BRt T? fWTS 3Ppw ^ , TM 55 J-T ^t frfrnrt rf F*f7T 

TiTpPT 3rtr \W 4 fiw tj?i qiRTr nt'i ii ?>JipTt *t ? Ti 

tWl? 3ITVR PT T^^ fr ^ Tr ^ f | TTft trWTtT 

3IT^ 4 ViVtfW TWt 3W wrfpl it TRrtwrr i, 
nr gnr srrjhpr t Arpt ffrp ntp^t 4 itm wtt i trro 
Tpt^r 3ftV nipr, it#? qtt pqi-pn irtTr FfTrorr 3p?f aqf^s 
ft ittnr tr ^ 1 

(2) tpwfi qt UTTT 77 Pit 3T<JTTT (1) 4 0P*S (C) ^ 3ntPf 

5rt PThrr pr A^thr ^tp^at qt ^rrrRT qrpt 4 tnr ^n 7 ^, 
3p^T5 4t ptt tit^Vt qtt TnT^P Vt ARtu ft r*f> w q5 »fhn 
pt w ?t arpftrq; p l ftt arfptVfiT 3rrfy 4 *fNi7 sit w? 
57 4f ar^ffrr PRit n f#ra TRpnrr ^4, irpt 56 4f 4 jrfWt 
rf f^rr Wtt w imr pq; qi':pr ^tt f-srfr^t t qtTT 
tMit frrp n Trrt^r Tmntpr f i W 3rr^yr atw 4 
^rMtqrr tqpft aw >sif?5 it ftAtyTr it, *w affip w 

?ftp yf>prt ft iti PTiTTl i rpyyr; arfV q«pr pWqi 

qtt nfir pyf'snT *yfnr qt ^ptt #ttt w ^ i 

lie. irfw 4 fPTiy «st trrtr.— (D q^fty ptw w w 
^rfvfpyp qtt w 102 4 opfty fqpfr TitrATR pt 4 

3T5fy qit utp yf>PR w, ntW? qft iw 

10.000 it 3fttra y ft, 44% stifr srtV yf^ oVt 

10.000 ft qrfcpo ft ft aqy 10,000 ff. ft arftPB qtt qfy 
y oh qi fnfrrt ft wV** fWt I 

(2) yf^ i#q- nfw yr gqTAyp- a) it 

witt qstif fwr, fw yrttg- qt, yfq qt^ fyiffr qrt fq^r 
ftfft ft ffiy tqy 4 fftrn ftw p# wt, pi qt^ty 
ptstt, pqy #y tqy qtt qrrfy qrt yirifn ^ f^RT Tfw, 
^ t^y ft fny qy a qfw yriVy qn 1 m fTTwr syiar 
ta qtt grcfi' #ifr i 


117. pi wfp wtr tttrr tyyit «m ne(2) ^ apfiy antl^ry 
W vntWRt f-.— (1) *t w yt WTTT 146 4f WW (2) 

4 yifty yyty ty'isvRt ytV opprtivTyTtt firr ftrt 
ynpt, irw 58 it rPt, te^mt yr y^y ynt y sW 
RTtu^r artwrr 1 w sy ft fyyrtW ftft i 

( 2 ) wtqi qqf 4 yupy if yr^ryir ( 1 ) it tyfyv 
q;»ry y?yy yf ^ sttpr 4 ffty PTir qt »fin7 iht yntit i 

(3) TAyyy, mrr 148 qrt ynnrr (i) yr ptort ( 2) y5 
3Rihr ait my frym rnyyy aA pohr mrt aitV syrmr 
qtymryt it, Ttftr yf ftAy rrmyt, yWhom yy yymT ^ 1 

118 . 44rs f^Rt yt>r ynt «syt * W aiptyir yrr nw ; ~ 

mrr 154 4 3Ttfty 45^5 qtt yreft yfy yort ymt 4 typ yrtyy 
yFy 59 it rtm 3itV up ytfftyttryt mt, fyyit tcty wtyr yr 

g;3TT m tm y# fmm yr to if, yqrqfnV mmt yrar myy 
jyr, yy it myy 3043 ^ ^ ^ Myftfe 4b 4 b 1 

lie. « mi Win utpyt arfr murrmt m qNr.— Wmr 

it itypy qtt tAmr yfyy qtt nmitVy rrtyyr, y 44bf ft, 
tVryrfW yff 3py yrtytym : Hfmt3rt, yr yfr f# ftyipft 
yh spy yfiRRsrt it Pfiw, tyyrm w, mfy eo it wt fqp 
yp 3r^ffy tp -yff yyy y^f^m it 311 ^ typ MoV^S; qttw 
4 ypry mr fpn yr pyW 1 

120 . w 153 yrity pmy ^ fay appty.— ( 1 ) tWt 
tcty y 4 typ yj#r ft ftAtwr tyiyfytisy ryyyt 
4 fpryr it f^qjyr qt rnp spphr mfy ei it tyyr mpyr :— 

(qo tqs yy yytw tqfyifm qt qryry <prf 

yrffgy fW irit # y qt fyp wtyy mr itf- 
ryRT qr? tyyT TO ffyw TO ft, 

03") fy yy fPtpf tqfy^rr i^tmR qy tfry my jf y 
44*e 4 hr p qt ? 1 arriyy wftqm qy fqy my ?t 1 

(m) hn yy rntf" ms ' *-<2 i^Tiym fyy my ft y yy 
jptfyy qmt mr mmy mrw ft my ft , 

(y) tqi yy y mqym ettm ftrjff qtt mf 1 ^ , 

(y > fy y^r tWt qtt yyfrr mrnrm ft mf 1 ft y 
yw ft yrprft , 

(y> ?y yy ttymR it otf mtVfre qtt mf ^ y rtift 
rrtqtss ymr qt tmp yptpm tyy my ^ , y 

(rj) H yy ftyK? it troft nfqtv y myyy it Prjn'pr 
qrt wrftVa qyt ymr qt^ y#r fyy my ft y 
yRfqrgt qrt mf 1 ft. mfr arrffm y qrrrfmft qtt y^ffr 
rp^ftm it fqfyfry qrt mf 1 ft 1 

C2) y^ttym if^mr qrt mrq'y qt mytr it <{yy ^nphr 
tyy ypy 1 

(3) urn 153 4 2 pftm mp ar^fHr n m^y ettm yf 
^ift yf rprm sr^qft it yroNtr t 1 

121 , artwqyiT— ( 1 ) fm yfufrom yf? fT tmmmt qt 
mptymt 4 fyp tyfft yfirqmT c mT rntywr wr ei it y 
r^fRyit 4 my it fty 1 
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(2) (i) d ardh* infv^rnr n^T ft 

Sir aftuf^rqTT r 5T 'Nth? d -arddr ^ fdsdt <n 

ftrdt *frrddTid m 3md d ddhrra- “r^ft ^rrhsr dt ^rddr gd 
^ h^pu 7TtVf3 3ird md Rtw 97 trntTrr Turot wtt ; tddt 
«dW *rd fWt wdidt 3T jrmd 4 #r tf End 
d^rFird dd sriVrf w dd)W *ffr 33 Eredt d't ad? 
two: d fnr^r 33d ddtdrrr *rdt grated dd arNW $m 

W 4? 7!(TTT a 73 f - I 

(3) ST't-IW (.) 5 117 (2) df fsfidt 5T?T d ftd ^ dt, t^nra 

^ cUT^^-f: 7TT['];r inq. fiPEft and^j, tdrhft *3 ddt Tnd- 
«rnft 31 fw d qr^r-PTT d> dVidRFE fE73SR *3 sdfWfTT ?fd 
^r%r w wr d \ 

122 . srap 4 hw«r.- : ^ npn?;, arcrd- Em^r irdt ^idddd 1 ) 1’ 

*d. fa^RT 4(1 «f) :nfbr 7?d T|TJT5t dt E3ld M for 9 T 3d 

V4FT 7srd '? 7 ! h^rr 75 ERTd 3343 araf atrtr- 

iVftV 37 fW f ■ 

97^ fa ^Nt SHTTft ft ^7 E17 twt tm d ERW 
*d 3iWhraft% irtrf dt e^ut ^End fdtVfrfe w 4 sjdtre; 
=1# ffdt I 

123. snm»rTr:frRnw dt frfaRW — sfrbf dt wtsr f^rad 

etoHrt d f<=rq if dif fauN - 3T*ra 7# d, 

dfrffmr fw 3rr erett d 3ift gdw d *dd ar fn q i dffm srf 

fW«r^E dt eft d fddt isrfW d fdrt 3? 3if^r d fVn 37 dt 

Sir ERfldt t, ^ frf v> If! rffo fRT^ 3ftV fERRtRrf q7 

3? rTi^ 3rd, 3^7 3d ^rr 7T3nft f 1 

124. WVr TRTV wt wmt nd 3dw.— tv^rrf 51TT 
3ipf 3t Tied 3T T^UFT ^tf 1 3^ 3? tW WVtT ERRT, 

fw JT7T 35 ijf^TT TRT^ 3ftd ^FTRFTf 37 srf 

35 tVhf53 qrf 33WT 3JT ET3nrr f I 

123. iimwt it im^ 33 ^ Trrrer <4,3 3 i r 

m 4 rfaft.—tm 3 ? f?n? iWr 3ird?r vr dcd^ ^ Tf^fW 
fWt EtR# d ERduTT sd 3T 3t d ^r?^TR7 Tsiwt 3^ *tbt 
tVdt td^n; 3T dd^ 3 ? wwv tt fWt iuird 3 d f pmtf ? wn<# 
3? 7nr?tr d^ tdtdd% ^ H'3) 141*1 3d <717713 3? 1W[ ft, 
t33!7 3d E^TTTf 1 RrMVp 77T d ftdt m 1T31 fa tdd’T^, 
tVlTS 3^ Td'wt, 7ft dT^ d 1 3T 7ft ddtdttTi dT d fdV7 
ft dT f'jM'Til H?^t'lt | tr?3 tdidT dT 7fT d MllH^f 3 1 373TT71\ 3TRT»1T 

fdd¥ d d I 

120. 1*t fdWR 4« L nl,« R» ttuifird 7STO-, 1933 3TT td R tT 

arid dfihR.— dt dtfdd >td^d 175 tddTf<T7r 1933 

dd <T35 <tdni N y 3d 737; dd dd tditW td7 73d 

dd andd; ^3w tdRir Tttf sn^dt id ddNr d 1 

d?)lTnfl ft Tndd 1 


snw 

(f-FFT 7^d) 
dl3 


5Tf4fe fiPT 3^3 ^ 7»‘3 335TT -?f4pr 4513 

vnNm 


1 2 


:t 

1 




*?o ^ 0 

1. ET#3T fdd3HF T 3T3 3TTT 7 

1, 197, 

1^7 

20 . on 

nisi t wtfnr tTtt fr fan in^r 



^13^7 37 




2. 3^7 f; 313 3TTT 7, 

1 , 197, 191, 

5 0 . 0 0 

5 4 3T 1 .1 5 31 3tf3T ~t 

1^", 

2 


fjyi IJ 5TTTTT TT 

297, 

219, 



2^ 



3. ERfiFT frfadur ^ T»7T7 377 
W77»r 3Tfarr 377% 3T 

3, 397 


30. 00 

4. 9P1 8 % wfFr 'E33 «Yr 777- 


4 

drf 9^3 

JT3 973 3Tf«m 9P7^ T? 



3df 

5. STPT 9(l), 2l(2) m 5 3 ( 3) 


5 

25. 00 

% «Ttft7 377 STfFT % rp; 



(3f3 3T3) 

(>. WrTWTfTTT 9d 7T313 3tfd3 ■ 


r 

97ji cfp9 

^dllT 



3id 

7 . fTzrn 14(5) 3T 24 77 ntfFr 


7 

2 5.00 

^rtpT w qr 



(3frT3T3) 

s. w'rdtTrfor % fii7 


8 

30. 00 

9 . fd?7T wn ?rdr tl . fair 3T7T 


9 

25. 00 

1 <l( 2) 9f:3EfFMTm3 




10 . 931 20 ( 1 ) 3i *radr 5rra'S4i 


10 

25.00 

TT % Trq- ^ ^TRt- 

TT^t *?> 




1 1 . 3^31 7T9W 3?7 fdf TT 


1 1 

2 5.00 

arrr 20 ( 4 ) % wifFi ftivrf 




1 2- ^TT^VFT % sn - ^ - 


1 2 

25.00 

3 fr Upr 5(T^ VT, 

4.173 IfJ 3R3 97 fd 7f 1371 
20 ( 5 ) f? 3tft7i Pddr f7 Pttt 

V.l?34 




13. 3177 2 2 % WtfR Tt^rf firWui 


1 3 

30. 00 

9ft ftfirfa Yt ^FPfr9rdr % fair 
93flT3 




14. 3TTT 25( l) 3T 28(4) f7 !T(fl3 


1 4 

2 5.00 

ifTFl 99 f%TT WT^FT 




1 5 . ^7 R35R $T firf3r 9d 


1 5 

50. 00 





1 6 . ^ ^ ^TT fa % 


1 6 

50. 00 

33ct <j-T4d. Jr fifdT: t^t 33731 





1 fi. 
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1 2 3 

1 7. fwr 4 8 i RlftR MR RRri % 1 7 

f"1", M 19 4*1 

IS. HTTT 28(2) i R’ftR 18 

qr 

IV). am 2 8(3) % aifR RTRT 19 

20. am 28(7) i RlffR RMRaa 20 

% fair Tffraa TT 

21. -rttr it rtrt (am 30) tifrt 21 

i f^r srfrRa Tir it r^tt % 

f^rrr aiira or 

2 2. SRI 43 % RatR frit i 22 

RjfrR i Fttt HTsfRTT R7 

2 3. HITT 4 3 ( 3 % ’CTtfFT frit 2 3 

% a/raa i fro srr'frr mir i 

fro RRR 4flR % a ifr'T IT 

24. iifrT i Rat HR % frR ETPT 44 2 1 

i RtftR a I'IrH RT 

2 5. am 5 1 ( 1 ) % TTtftR % 2 5 

fra RIRTR RR 

20. ffTRT 5l(2) i RTtfFT fifrsfT % 20 

frR^rfrRRRR 

2 7. HTRT 5 2(2) i RETtR iia % 2 7 

% frir spfrrar aa 

2 8. aiRT 5 5 it RPTaTRT (l) i 2 3 

qm^a? % aita frit afafra; 


% ffrar it fRiw tiia: i frrfr- 
Rfaa amt i arjata ' TT 

29. i4’ j 4 % aifr /. u i % frit — 

«P. am 53 i atffr, afafrRR 

i Rata tojm iTfrt i — _ 

'ti*ci it RTTfr it 4/1 < I R^ 
MFR it Sffr 
itit R>t if RORR 

iran rr mm jfrfr fr 

iti RR it RTRR 
atRT Ri ROM Rti tr gi 
RTRi RR it RTRR 
RtRRt RR HHFR ?Yt fl /ji 
T$3 RR it RTRR 
RraTRR MM R ^R 

RTRi Ri it RTRR 
RTRRT RR RP-TTRR ?tfr il 
RTRR Ri it 4 H i 
(Mat RR MM t[fr iT 'ji 
ai ai it araa 

RRT W MM ftR i ^ 

4 -HR Ri it iIIRH 


4 

1 2 

25.0 0 

srfH wr 

RRRt RR RRFR fffr it iji 
IRT'.tiq r 4 it RTRR 

25. 00 

TRTTRRt RR OHM ifr ?T 
RTRfr Ri it RTRR 

25. 00 

2 5.0 0 

RTTRRT RR ?TRM ^fr i ^R 
iTRR RR it RTRR 

5.0 0 

ftTRRT Ri TTMR ^TR ft <JR 
RtR^Rt RR it RTRR 

60. 00 

2 5.00 

u. am 102 ( 2 ) (ir) i rittr, 

T f r TTR RZ'RR rr^R fVm- 
RRR RRR, 19 11 ( 1 9 1 1 

rtt fo 2 ) i aatR 

RRT ttfrf i — 

srfr RTR 

it«rr r4 mm ?fr fr 'jr 

RTRR Ri it RTRR 

50. 00 

RlRRl RR RRM ?ffr ft ^ 
T5JI Ri it R1RR 

25. 00 

TSS1 RR RHTTT ffr. ft 'ji 
RTRi RR it RTRR 

2 5,00 

^T'TTt *0T HlTFrT It 

^ 1^ r\ 

5 0.0 0 

v\z?ri ^RT r T ?r ^ 

^ ^ ^ sfl^pf 

25 . 00 

rrt Ri mm ?fti i 
<r 3 Ri it RTRR 


RRRt RR MM Rfr i 
<J 4 1 <.fS 9 Ri it RIRR 

«m^at r 4 mm i I ji 

Rl'iiRiit RTRR 

RRfTRt RR MM ftR TT ^ 

ffr2R Ri if RTRR 


i^Rt Ri RRM fti ir yf 
RftRTli Ri it RTRR 


1 00. 00 



r MRR RR it RTRR] 

200. 00 

R-SftRi r4 mt^t sti ft gi 


RtRRR RR il RTRR 

250. 00 

fjRTR; — it RT Rfsm RR‘t it 


ifr RT RfRR TIRTR 

300. 00 

fiRTRTRRRTT| 1 


30 . am 57 i RifiR iji 

350.00 

fRtRRR i frr rtrrr % air- 


tra i fra Tatar rt TRfrfR i 

400. 00 


450. 00 

TRfrfR i RSRTR 


RRTRIR i TSaRT 


3 


29 


[Part TI — 

.1 

5 0 0 . 0 0 

550.00 

0 0 0. 0 0 

7 0 0, 0 0 

50. 00 

50. 00 

50. 00 

5 0.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 ' 

100,00 

150. 0 0 

150. 0 0 

150.00 

150.00 


3 0.00 
00. 00 
100.00 
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31 

STPT 5 0 % nafa rfaftR 4F fllt- 

30 

50 00 

42, 

3477 ; ^ mfm iff TiTtfe 

40 



7'T 't rrFr ffefsr iff if 




w ifi mfjRt m 




tnxr 60 if ifanr fen $ srxt- 
fen % farr infer XX 

31 

50. 00 


mi^it ifr iff 



3 2- 


% tT^< ff irfiRt ^ ffnt 
infer 'TTffm 74 ( 3 ))] 



3 3. 

tna 60 % <nffa fen 3r mm- 

32 

50. 00 


rri:fe^%flTtr 


25. 00 

34, 

fer it fan 511444 ^ xfa fax nr 
afr or 

* - f' r- n 



4 3. 

874f, ^rnC ftli Me ’4 *6 Fill . 

ffer 7 s( 1 ) I; wffi fejf 

17 tffrr^T n'lro infi % olr- 

41 

10.00 

5. 00 

'-4 ("Ml ^ 71 *1 M ^ M l 1 '1 1 <.'5B TtTTT 


150,00 




3 5. 

urn 63 % infer % 5Tnr- 

33 

50. 00 


^7T iff Jjm TT 




*f 5T ^7T ITP'll'l'll ^7T 5^TT 9T 



44. 

HITT 78(3) mfe fffesfr % 

42 

10.00 

36- 

OTTT 63 47 Htfl-T ?rbrz % TTCIT- 

5r<7f iff ronw ^7 fitTfw ift fin 

34 

50. 00 


4 ^ ^IciKlTh W Tt 
jrfarfe ^7 infer tt 




IT 



4 5. 

urn 84( 1 ), 96( 1 ) tn 97 ( 1 ) 

43 

60. 00 

3 7. 

srm oh 17 ntTH fpbjf % tEi- 
17TT ii for# Tfirtn % TftTFff- 

35 



% uife fffmi imfPr ^ tfr^ 
infer Tr 




ittut ^7 Rttt urm 



4 6. 

am 86 ( 1 ) ^ q-tfnr fe; % 

44 

60. 00 


mi , 


25. 00 


ii'.iM 17 Fi'j 4,'Jlf rmrrc 




8401. 4lf'lf 7 -75, 4 c. 1l4‘T 


10. 00 


3TTT infer nr 



38. 

OT7T 69(l) 17 ITtfll * 

*[a 1 ' 1 . i if Ilf, 11 '.trrft IT 5ftflR7 

3G 


47- 

OTTT 89(l) if* iftfe fel ^7 
nfnn^nJT % fm 7 infer <rr 

45 

60, 00 


^TTTtrT<V ^ ^ irftfe ^ 



48- 

hto 92 ( 2 ) iffr 93 ( 5 )' % 

46 

50. 00 


tt 




irtffi qfein % ffefn iff 




ITtfT R" -i'Z 


25. 00 


nx 




so. tnrr e 9 ( i ) % irvfrn xfferr if 

if^RIT % ITT W^?i n*T. IT 

tt if ZTTRenrt rifo % itr 
iff nfifc it ffe mm nx 
OX* *!£*■£ iff 

mfe nfiffe fer^fnn . 

40. UTTT 09(2) ^ WIN fejf % 

XfXHX it if?6? 73n% ffef 

?m ^ ^nfar % nm 

iff nfafa % fan nifenir % 

mfe nPifvfa fex % fat^ , 

41. OTXT 09 ( 2 ) % injfa fen $7 
iRW HI *T^5TT t nT RT ?T^T*TT ffef 
f^T % 5^KOTA ^TfTR % m 
iff W Pm Pi 4 ! Pi 9 ir’cTIT *4. t1 V 

IT inrSTHIT ifr iRT mfa; XIXT 

infer qr 

OT fen ITT srm . 


infer irftrfxfaT fern % farr . 

33 G of 1—6. 


37 


10 . 00 


25. 00 

10. 00 


25. 00 
10 . 00 


25. 00 

10.00 


40 . ara 8 . 9 ( 2 ) % rnffa rpjjrfar % 
Pinson in 'r fef % ffe 
Vlfel IX 

50. »JTTT . 88 ( 4 ) % srato fen$1 
infa<*1>K XT irpt ^rrrA % fat 7 
mTSlTTX 

51. UTTT 93 ( 5 ) 9(7 inffa inpifar 
% fmnrt tik ml ^ jirrsm 
ifr fan 

52. Pm 94 ifn 97 ^ Wffa 

fern iTffefa Ri ITT if Xffejf- 
■prnr 5(7 Pro; infer nx 

53. fm 94 iftr 97 ^ ifafe fen 
ilfafer *1 Jr fell fex5 
if7 <fafalT, *** I 1* fal 7 'M i if ," , 1 
XT 

54. fern 5Tf4T483pRf ifc Tfamx if 

fm rnf^TT % 41W % fe Tjfa 
ifrfan : — 

(it) rfanfeni iff ferr ^ 

nrn ra irfer t (7 far 


47 25.00 


48 25.00 


49 60.00 


50 50. oo 


50. 00 


30. 00 
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5 5 - 


5 6 . 


am % fTTtr ; — 

(i) 


T?'-il T>V 30 

Rician: % sfwfwff 
hm mf.!: 

qRqmR i 

(ii) T^jt wr* r 

*PJ=r?ff 3 1 qrR % Rfq 
RrtF Rt pm tRt- 
sjRfh Ercfr aq% 


30 ; oo 


1 5 . oo 


(i«) 


2 

qffqrftrq afR % ffpr 

33.00 RoRta 20.5 
R°Rf° qq 13* 8-l/4” % 

jR tti*m x % m (n r ^5 1 


A • 

7. 00 


Rt nnnR 1 

RYr <rfqwrf*ff % tHiwt if 

51 50.00 

fwff aqfq; R mr R 

(srq afq- 

R Rrt tn^qq qr (fqqrr 102 ) 1 

fiq TTTsqT 


54 % M- 

qq w * ?A 
Rt <#q) 


« 7 . qrqfqq q-Rmi, qf sErfa qr aFirq, 

5.0 0 

iTfr Yr aorRqo % Rtr i 


68. trra 72 % Mfq <fqr<-4 <. % 

5.0 0 

Rrifismf' srmr qr 1 


69- STTTT 153 q> Sfsffq qpRTRf % 

61 10.00 

Rrtr smfqT qq 1 


70. oYa 5rRoT>Tif qT m 1 qqRwrf % 

62 qfrf qfrrr 

arfwM SR m tt 1 



7 I. 


RRp qrfVjqplWf % TfsiWT if 
fwfr afRfc R qfRqRr R farr 



wEfqq'R' (Em 1 03 ) 1 

52 ' 

TO. 00 

- 




57 . 

srra 78 ( 1 ) % wsfEr firfqqfm 

5 3 

15.00 





'iwUqi fR vjftf % Rio qi*fqr qr 1 






5 8 . 

sttt 78 ( 5 ) % ^rtftq RrfqqRq- 

54 

1 5 . 00 





mRmf iff vrfij % Rtr qpfqT 







srRr Rrfftr vf gmr qr 1 



. — .. 

— • 

+ 

5 9 , 

Emrr % fqRnrw % yffwfRfor 



am 

HTTT 

qT Tqqrr 


% Rtr srm 77 ( 1 ) (q) % 

5 5 

30, 00 

RsqT 




iteRtt wtrq qr 1 



1 


2 

60 . 

Rm*fr % wtRkt qR wm wR 

56 

30 . 00 

- 




^ Era tmrr 77 ( 1 ) (w) %w 4 Rr 



i 

tnrr 

7 


qr 1 






61 . 

+199 TnjT+T % f+i 0 . fqrrq 115 % 

5 7 

25. 00 





WTfrqqrRqT 1 



IT 

9 TO 

7 

62 . 

1 TRT 146 ( 2 ) ^ wjRt qTM if 

58 

Rrf qR+r 





qTRqRfqqr amiq qr RYsir 


qjf 





mfapwr qr wR ir mRj+t 



nr 

HPT 

7 rffT 5 


miri 






6 3 . 

eittt 154 % qwRr RYs qff 

59 

50 . 00 





^qff srfw fr Rttt srrqw qr 1 



iqw 

HITT 

7 tfE 5 

64 . 

HTTT 72 % TT+JRt MOIEm srfMf 

60 

25 . 0 0 





% fw *ffr «nrr 147 % mt+r 







qqrRimqqf ^ Rm qNqr tt i 



2 

HPT 

7 RYt 

65 . 

<«tiW iR qfrq qRrqf RR % 


( 25 RR 


135 



Etr (m 100 sTwfi qT 


fwj 

21 T 

HPT 

7 *ffT 


TmrRRqR) 1 


rPT 3 j 


135 


6 6 . 

q +914 4 qff qfon qRrqr RR Rr 







fRrr | 



m 

HPT 

7,54 


(i) MOST RRfM R Rttt 


4 . no 


»fp 

1 3 5 


33.00 RoRfo 20.5 



2 wr 

HPT 

7 , 5 1 


RoRfo RT 13 ' 8 ' 1 / 4 ' R 




hRt 

1 35 


9 HO qijiH R Rio, TT +TTT qif 

71 ! 4 * 11^1 if NEi imiHof rtrT 
if HiRtT +4 f'l 'A I '-9 Ti <R % 

Pi ", ^l4T TT, Pi 1* 11 ’4'OT 

TqqfRm *3 RT 1 

flffftq WJMii 

JPPT 

amf qR grff 


25 . 00 


m 


;< 


m mRY hht 5m ^TTfwrmT rrro 
TT MW aqr^fr ?> Ht RfP R fatr 
in%T I 

h+pR mt m a 1 Dm 1 + 9 , % *nm%fr 
qr fRfuqr wRiRiRr jpt RYt R fRir 
hiRw 1 


ft H7TTT R srfvr iJW I 


HTH qT R«JW HlRlW of VfdfRw 
% RR+T R Rpr WlRw I 

M 0 Tl THT IH14 qTlRiPTT+fi R 9 9i i -' 
fftmt qr Rrfspfr afRfRftr sro 
aRrfRw % RR;q R forr 1 

HfRqrrq-Rqr *r aiikT jrt Riba: REnr 

HfipTM HTTP! 1 

qfR+rqq Rut f *niw R fwHqr afR- 
frfvr qr mjRnft nvr mV-t % fair 
hEtwt HlRpT I 

^rfirq-jTq- tur fr wiaqqr sra hEtEm 

R Tbz % Rtr Hfipprq otRpt i 

^fftrqTTq-M q WtRw % MjfffrTrff qT 
Wh*f stRtRtRt stp hHRw R 
RR?ar R fw qftw mwi 1 
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1 

2 

3 

i 

2 

3 

3 

HUT 10 

vhPw PPPPi 1 

27 

HUT 52(2) 



HUT 10 

fafwr 1 



n*J^TT *PX^ ^ fe^ ^TFTRT 1 

4 

HUT 8 

fwn j r wwit 1 

28 

HUT 52(2) 

wfaPuw % rt $ru u 

5 

HUT 9 ( l),21 

^TR^T ^$1*1 frpT STP^i) 1 


0 '04. 

HufurPra % Put jtthht i 


( 2) HT 53( 3) 


29 

HUT 57 

% Put mu ut ju^ff PtPtut 

6 

HUT 10(fi) 

% *r Ft % «hw 1 



% TufPur % Put huPut i 

7 

PuUT 1 4( s) 

I 

30 

HUT 27 

TpfUUT % TUipH % hPt PuTH 4Tf 


Sfhr 24 




fUU 1 

8 

HUT 17(l) 

^ % fin* srfer i 

31 

HUT 60 

^ %■ fer 1 

9 

HUT 20(l) 

% fe» ^ft’T % fe*. 1 

32 

HUT 60 

srmrPr « mm % HPrPttTH^ 

10 

HUT 20 ( l) 

*TT w 3 vmtft 



^THT 1 



:5 FT^ *PT TT°TT 1 

33 

HUT 63 

H^rPr % Put rn^ur 

11 

HUT 20(4) 

^PJJTsT M 1 45V % 

34 

HUT 63 

wk vT auruuu % hPt 



Pttt mPur % Turn if TuPnft 



PuTh fsUTT 1 



TUTTH *fi «TlP if Pl%7T % Pur HUUTT 1 

35 

HUT 68 

^T Tpruu if TOTUk ^ ^PufV- 

12 

HUT 20(5) 

TUUUT H14 U'l 4 4|Ur PtHU U UTT 



wrur k Put mtur i 



P P2u % Pur ITITU % TUTH H 

36 . 

HUT 69 ( l) 

% TPrm if ^thu ht mftur 



%■' 1 4 9 1 fjl ^ ^4 % 4 if if Pt^vi 1 % 



luuu % hut iff uPrfm % Put 



PUT m%UT 1 



mPur 1 

13 

HUT 22 

faPrur iP kr *uP 

3 7 

HUT 69 ( l) 

*ri*sy k tPuu if sunm ht mjsrPrT 



^ Pr>T 'HI^W 1 



ht mmT fr?u ^pPut ^ m 

14 

HUT 25(l) 

Pufn <r gmr ur P mPruu* 



4p Hprpj: k Pur mifuT 1 


HT 28(4) 

q* HTpHf % TTTHHT HT HUT HTpHU 

38 

HUT 69 ( 2) 

'fibs qr hu% tth % $^5U *hPut 



quP % pur m arjuf * Pur mtur i 



hu m ^iuf % tPutt P rPu^r- 

15 

HUT 25 

mjUT «(UU % srffr PrftH «Pt ^UU 



mur «fuir % Pur tuuj^h^ iut 

16 

Pm 44 

• 

ipuk if j^tPu gum i 



1 

17 

Pm 48 

^TRTT % fir^ 1 

39 

HUT 69 (2) 

^UHT % kwc if HtUF, UO^rfPr 

18 

'JUT 28(2) 

n snfe+rcv ^ % frn. 



m mrurr % HTHU U PUSH ^ 



^Z % Wtm 3TTT ^TT^RT 1 



PUT TUH^^rlf HT M I'TV HT mu 






shPut 3tu mu 1 

1 9 

HUT 28(3) 

(VtiT *®rf*RT iKf *}2*E K M 1 ft«h 1 <V> 






VM *T ^fmfej *PT^’ fej 'TTTT 1 

40 

HUT 69 

^tuf ^ tPt?u P ^uht^st 

20 

HUT 28(7) 

w *HG % 5THi ,r IMtf % f^TTT ?TT%^T 



'sifHg,mr # uPfu % pru urP?T 1 



fc^fr ^fe 1 ^pt ^rrf^rroF ^ 

41 

Pm 78(i) 

% tfiJTUT if m, uP?mn, 



^WTT fen ^VJ \ 



htu m auP^r % Put hH % HfurPr 

21 

HUT 39 

^ qtfef % fer trr^'T v 



% Put siT'ku 1 



tffJTT $ fej STT%^T 1 

42 

Pm 7 8(a) 

q^uf % tPjtut ir utuPt % Pur 

22 

HUT 4 3 

^fr fer i 



uPfur: qfr ^r Hpfe % Pur srrku 1 

2 3 

HUT 43(3) 

T^ui ^ JTS if+ft ^ JTfeT ^ 

43 

HUT 84,96 UHT 

hiPthih mj?rfuT % fuir mm 1 





87,97 


24 

HUT 4 4 

^ trfen i 

4-1 

HUT 8 6 

iM ■(; 'juuur % pur tutftH fuuu 






3TTT ^Tiq^'T l 

2 5 

HUT 5 1 ( 1 ) 

HfUTTPuu fmr %% 4T Put hutht i 




26 

HUT 5l(2) 

Hf^UTTpUTT T4 UT UTT H PUTT % 

45 

HUT 89 

qtu % ufFuffur % Put utm 



PUT HT^UT 7TH HU2: HT HTpTWflf HT 

46 

HUT 9 2 HHT 

HUT 9 2 uk 93 ( 5 ) ^ HHTH mm 



TflrHHT^T PtH^UP i* t'l'TpT ■TT HTTUT 4 <4 


93(5) 

% hPt Pu3h fp fHHT 1 



% Put Purr it PuhtPut 4U^ h htt- 

47 

HUT 88(2) 

hut 88 ( 2 ) % mftu h^tPu Pt Pr- 



ut 1 



HHf4f qif TUT <fU% % Pro UTT4H 1 
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ster i 

qrfaften, 19 70 

mate ate w feteF-ma of nw ar na-F feter 
at fete F facr feter i 


l 

2 

3 

1. atteF/fetete FT JTT 

48 

STTT 88( 4) 

>te£F (t mtewfet qr qw qfer =r 
ftfe 8WJ5TT 1 

'TFT, Md( Tff^ai 

fWsTT 1 

49 

OTTT 93( 5) 

fr^r ^ f^rr xafctf \ 

2 . fetem ft ara feffe 1 

50 

fern 94 

qfei nffefe % qq it Tfer^q.rof F 

3 . aawT^fFfeteFKF 



f^nr ^H'vT 1 

qtet 1 

51 

tew 102 

qfkj nfeqwffe F rfezr if fefr 

4 . “(fetr fegfe teffete)” 



®rte % nw % qwrqfer F fetr 

ate fer tenter te 



qfew 1 

<TfjF£ qR 5(Tq 

52 

tew 103 

qfer «rwqqtW qfeRr: fe srtefe 

^ aw "fegte" faftea 



^ qffeter ^ fe^ qrfe-T 1 

^nrr i 

53 

wra 78 ( i) 

fefqqfe wteff fe nfe % ffe 




telw 1 


84 

tnrr 78( s) 

fefqfeq wrft fe sjfe F tte? qtetr 




% sfe tefra fe gwT 1 


55 

«JTO 77( l) 

tefe ; q % teterw % jqiwfeq ^ 



(<r) 

'qfew 1 


56 

am 7 7 ( i) 

tefew % ft 5nrRT qrfe % 



(15) 

fert *niw 1 


57 

tew 115 

rrw q^te % fp urfem 1 


58 

tew 117 

am 146 ( 2 ) % fete amt q 




TTifM^rwr jfrr^M qr 

A *n ^rpT^fTTW f^q t°f 1 


99 

tew 118 

am 154 % HEfte fe jrret ate 




F,fetJ wfew 1 


60 

tew 119 

am 72 % fete f iferrr.' 




a afefeqf qfr wiffe after f 
fen, qqr am 147 F fete aara- 
an ^ feo; aT«ter 1 


61 

rm 120 

am 153 t: fete fe aT na% 




fefa it ferw fe sraiter qfet afe 
aw% ifr ^ a ^taFfet % ffe 
ante 1 


62 

teW 121 

afatew (am 127 / 132 ) ^ atfte 




qfeaT^t aT arfe if fete: tefefe 
ar fqfet safe F arffemi ft 




iwa 1 

6. atetF/arfete jm aT 


after ?f eft STfHfF 
fete feterf era 
fjmT4Tfer fetT Flfea I 


teq°r ; — ten — 


*typ 

tn^TTTr few qmn f / qfe 

f :— 

(i) fr 

% fen OT- 

fteFir fe/ ?ait qfe if 

(ii) fe tf/jra Ztj,. 

arm nfet ate ana nr- 

fteFTFF jfet FT ^T3|T FFeTT g / 

■rfer^; 

(iii) fF m ntem F nra fete 
ferr naT arafnw/fejfe fafafe 
(tflr Mater) tfk ft 4 
atefan fcfater 3ft m faffe 
WF awm differ 

(iv) fe n/(PT term trvrr f.j 
fer | fF fi/^a fete ferffem, 
1970 fe nwar te wm if 
Writ grr gar Mamm fe ffe 
fete ft/% pan: jj/f; 

(v) fe ran Ff*m aw ate am 
^ft/pife aarfrra aiH+rft ate 
terra a teF | ate a? tfe 
fe/ifef ?m few w raj- 
wife ^ fe rmfe ft Ftf 
Ma^t wren: aff 

few amir Buffer § fe 
IFF feWFK fe fife fete 
rrjwr ftRT nm i 

4/?a few fwt i/qrfe | taw 
few ft fetter ant ymm, 

qfesm: fe fe^TPTTCt 

ar, qft teft am j 

arte rrrn i9 fe/te. . . . 

fe ter 


(amm) 5 

fturf, 

fern fetter, 
qte qwfan 


(am 7 ten) 

(fe Stteft it Mfe ffeTT 3 fK; 

am wa 3 ar rmfen fafek 
Ft m wa 3F aa fefa te 
fate Ft fen atei mq Mr 

' 5TTTT) I 


(qt) 20 /-so afa m rma fe itq femn fafate fen 

3TTTT I 

(qr) s o/— nfa 2n ana fe ara tnrn faffefe fer 

jfTte | 

fe nrq qff ?nr fer qn? frfeq i 


qfer-qR-fsm qfetj 
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WT 1 

qfcr wtafanq, 1970 




1 . ?n 3 vt* ^tt 

'JTT TTq, T=TT fak. TflW- 
z fet faffar 1 


wl fak qqq iftPmTTP if 
q q qfa fafa l *TT Wot qffaffaffa 
ilTT fakr % fair Tnfaqq 1 


(EITTT 7 fcfapT) 

(fafa irfWn 4 qTfarr faqr ^ 
t^t ott 2 qr *rfWr fqffakr 
fat qT snrr 3 qi tt 4^t fa- 
Wfa fat fak irfafa wr Wt 
7TTfa) I 

fa/.nr 


7 . srrfkqnrp qq qnr faffar 1 iRqrm farf r m srht g/qrrfa f : — 

(i) fv 


mqfasnfa fak 


,<rt 


qq fat 3inj t 


tot i9 fa/fat 

% far 


trtwt 


fak ffafaw, 

qik qqqfaTT 1 

fan : — qfar : — 

(ap) 27 qa qfc OTq fa qrq qfaqq fqkvq OTt 
qR I 

(w) 57 e° qfa cq q^t fa nq q'jfa fafaqur ^=rr 

: Jl(<{ 1 

fat -tpt q?t fakT W qn fatffar> i 


3. infaOTTOT TT ITT WT, 

TTTT Tlk TTfyTrfT 
I 


i "(fak wjfat fqffafer)” 
urkt fak farrsfai far 
qrc farffaq; qfa ?rr ott 
faqrqq’i'T: faffakr ott 
qnrr 1 

5. TOTOT fa/'STTT TT qfa 

qrfatr '*rn.q 4 qq- 
qfWt | /? fat Wott 

fabq qfOTcrr ?TTT 
rOTrafrq ffaqr qTTRT 1 


TTTWttt fafa/iRk qr.fa fa I; 

(ii) fa fa/erq/qvq 1 

3 TT/'fa 

Trqqfaffafat qr Mm qffatfatu 
j/ri nr 3OTT TTTTTfr falT qqq 
qTfaOTTOT ^tfa qrr mr *R?rr 
^/qkt | «k faOTT/faOTT fauqm 
fa fa Ttj/fa qOTt/qrfa trafar 
fak q-W wfaOTIOT |/fa; 

(iii) fa vrr qfarqfa mq qrffarT 
faqr tot qfanq/q^T fafaqn 
(fak fajfa ffaffakr) fak fat^ 
fafatftra fafqqsr fat ?q ffaffarf 
?qfa qrq it TTfonr faqr a i i' , 
2 9 qrfqqT 7 TT qqqt fafqqq 
fjfaTT fqqfa qqq q q^ q(qq9 

t 

(iv) fa q/$q fa?qrq qrRT fj 
qrrq | fa #/^q qfafqqq, 

1970 fa : 3 qqW fat tqrq 4 
TW?T |TT qrfarqm: fa fair 
q^Tj: qq/fa ffaqrr j/t; 

(v) fa ?qq qfaq q«q fak sfa 
kt/^qrO qqfaq mOTrO fak 
farrmr fa #fa % qfa qf fa 
^t/^fa cq qfaqq qr Ws 

TH^vi qcTt fa ^fq qjqfa qiT 
fafa fafarjfa qrtm: q^T 
q/^q fqfarq frcn f/* Wr | fa 

^tt; TTTfaTqnr fa fair ijfa/^fa 

fafar qqqn fam nR 1 
q/TR fafaq qxTTT fl<m r ^ fa^T 
qfarq fa faqffaq qfar gqqqr, 


qqq qq* (qqqTT^^) 
qqfat fak iRq qrffaqnTr; ?ttt ^Jtqrq 

1 . 'jTTqrq.qqrTfrTTTffa’TqT fafaq . . 

ffafeq 1 

2 . <3^ fak q*rq tttW- irq qi*far fa ^qfr fare 

qrrOT/qTffaqqTfaT IjTTt/ TkTfal qk qqq mqffan,qr fjlfa 
SEmsTfar faqT qnTnT 1 fa qq fa fqfaq faqr qqr |, 

Tpqrrrr fatfqq qrrtTT | 

fa faq/'faq qrfaOT/qrkfaf 

fa W WfaT fa £qfa faTT 

scttwt ffaq q^/fa farr/fafa/ 
^qfa qqqfafafat ^/f; 


mft% *nq' 19 fa/ 

far fa 


( ^TtTrSTT 

far qTffaq'i fa nrq nk qfa WP 
•'•'•q-.H qfp . 

1 


qqq 1 ?q 
qfqfqqq, 1970 

qfaq-qrq fkqq $ffar 1 qq qqfat fak qqq tt> o.qr 

q[q qr TTFfOT rff fat 

qmfrrir fa fakq fa faq qrq=R 

(uTtr 54 qfaq) 

(nqfal ii qffak qqr qqq 3 qq 
qqffam' faffaitur qfa or qqq 
:tq qr. fajfa fqfafaq fat qfaq 
qfqqi opi fafat qTq) 
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1. WfaTOT ITT WfaTO.Y *T gTO *r/fR *f / jJR TT<fTT TORT jj / TOTt f fa 

^rra, tot tYr RrffcpFRT to ?r TnrfTO to ^ront, 

I TWfWTp tYt Tf^TOTtf — ■ — — 

TT qfr trft 

ITTO3TTT tfrfTO TORT ^ : — TOT I 

2- ‘flifa^FK TO Hit fwfiTT I (i) ftr 

Rrffar, tor 19 - — % / ^ 

— % — — — H 


% faPT 

Hlfw StY/irnY TOR if 

3, Tg rrirP far wrlwrw ( ii ) far #/to tos 

Rifa ft'/R TOTO TOTOt sfk TOR TOfTO- 

TOTTl Apt TO TTRT TORT j.\ 

TOY $; 

(iii) ftT TOT TOfTOFTT TO TOfTO- 
TOT TO TTF RRIT TT RTIRTTOT 
(t fTO* fa tt 


TO TTT^TO fTOT TOT TT T 

fTOT TO^foR Tit TORT 

4t frot% fro tr/to toSw «tt/5t 
fro% fair TfwT. . . . 

dlEW TO[TW 

fTOTT TOT TO FtYt fRRTO/farTO; 
*f/TO A3ro«rprt fit i 

(iv) fro— 

To TOtro % TOR Trtwfkw 

toPto i toj4 

Nfrour (fAt *M fafaror) tAt 
TT ^ TOTtfTOT fa fa fa i lift TO" 
fafara- tot tot toPtot faro tot 
'To tt i fa tot x to totfA fafaror 
?Att, Prr% tor # t^; wfaro 

I ; 

4. “(tfn; TOJ^ fcfofal )" (V) fa ff / ^R f TOTORTORTg/ 

wrof fAt ttP^rA apt tor ttrA ^ far II j to Airo TrftrPTTO, 

^tfro TO TOT % 1 9 7 0 % RTOtff fat ETTR fa 

TOT TOj4 fafafar TORT FTJft fTT TOT WrfTOTOR % fRR 
TOT I TO / % iTTOTT JT / | ;, 

5. TTT^TO TT TO^fTTO STITT (vi) far TOR tAtR TOR fAt TOR 

TT Tfc TOR'R’F TOTO A TORt / iTTORt TOffTO TORTOTt fAr 
TOyATOR $ / | Rt TOflJ- fTOTOR A AW | Rfa TOT ffa *[St / 

$R tt^r qfaTOrf 3TTT ?R TO RrtRT TT TRfR TOJTOT 

?!TTO«TT tTOt TOt I ^TY % Rfa TTPTfTT TO TO^ fafST- 

'JR TOTOT R^T ^ ; 

^ / TO lf77 ^ T t I I 

far TO _/ TO RTR TOfTTOTT ^ 

Pro Tfa TT 

RfafTTO % TR'R tr TO if Fn^TO 

fipRT TOT I T^TR FTfaTO TO 

TT TOjTOT f%TT RTTOT I 


Pttr, (^ttotPcr) 

YrTr Pttott, 

TRTR ‘FPjI'TT 

fTOTR— tPr— 

(«F) 27 To Tfr TO TOT % TOT 

rtHt fafatR ^irr Rnt i 
(sr) 58 to srPr to tot % tot 
TTJT t fafaTR VTRT TOT I 

RT TOJ T^f ?tfTT 3% TOf fafaTT | 

TOT 1 TOST 
T^R RpETfaTlT, 19 70 

TpR— TTR fRTTR ifarT TO<ft fYt T«TT STrfacRrTfT % TTT- 
TRftrrt RT fafaR RpTfaRr STTT 
Frfrlw % Y2 tr % f^rr FTftTT 
(HTTT 54 ^f<TO) 

(Rfa TfTOT 3 Trf'J'T f%RT TOTtr 
RUT TOT 3 TT TOTpRR fafa?KI 
HY TT5TRT .W TT TTJ^ fafTRW 
«Ft Rfa TfRRT RTT ^sft TTirt) 

*r / ?T 

rTRTaTTT RtpTT TTcfT f/TITY t_'~ 

(i) fc 

% 2 fro HTfTOFTT 5t Y/TO^ 

<F5? it | ; 

2 'htItottt tt tot firfanr I (ii) I'P^/TO/^a 

Tt / tT RT^ftnft TT falRTT 

TtTtTf'T 7 I t RT JMTOT TORT 

tAt tott TTTfTOrriTTT jrtY rt 

3TRT TORT | / TOTt | TflT fafTTiT/ 
fTOTT fTOTOT ^ far 7gJ R RRRTT 
RR% TORI RtT TOT mfaraTfTRT 

I / t ; 

3 RTT farflTO I (iii) pp 3 Id TTfTTOTT TO THfawFK 

TT 1RF ^RTT TT RTORTT | 

fRT% PsTR % faRr- — — 

fp qTTOR fRTT TTT TT arflT 

f '( RF FTHtTR Yt T ct * — 

Tt fRT% fRIT t/jTT WltTO TT / *f 


j TORTO TT WTtoTO TO 
'JRT RTT, TRT Tlf^+Rr 
PriTOr i 
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4. an i tr viirT!»»' ’A ' faTO Er it» 

jpfa |/| i — Rrfa 

to r ttYt Ptopt/Prt% # / 

m g / 1 1 

(iv) f %- — — — to r%r % 

R«T RfaTT f%R TO 

— t t Frh / #t 4 faPT?nr 

faftHni) ta\r Yri TOftfarr 
ftfKW 3ft TO PrPm TO% STR 
Rfaar fro 3ffrr to Rfaron: ipr 
TTRTt faprfw gTR pTO% TOT 
f rt r%to | ; 

s. (v) fa S/ga Fttot aro g/ 

sfh: %refaf fft aroRfair afar I fa t/ga wfafror, 

Iffa TO WT R«T 1 9 7 0 % TTOTT aft KTR 4 RS/t 

fafafra ” iEn IT ’HTfa^nr % Err ^ 

tJOT I TT /% gTOT g/t ; 

(vi) fa to^ arpR s'pr affa 
' irfa ifaf /gmfr toPto -titoO 
?rfa faronr % sfa | affa rt 

f% gat/gar to afaro to 

4PJTO Rfa % Srffr 'HI'lEl to 

<pH fafsnjyr waro agf t ; 

tf/gRp#?* TOR g/TOR JfT TS 

gR RR VlfaWhK % Err TOR 

rfo % arPiffa’r % 

ifaR ip jpq pf RTOtT f%R 
arnr / YYr rtor tr — — 
— to. torr faR RtT>rr i 

ff/gJT r4r tor g/ara^t | fa 

TO arfaRT & TfaftR ip? 'jnoo;,, 

TORtWpf ttYt tortr 

tpr TO ifat 

TOT I 

RTfa *TR 1 9 — — %/ 

spt — — — % fa-T 

6 . wifaP/TOTOfaf rnr r (gTRro) 6 — 

jrf? an^anr tort ft 

TOjTpreR gt ?rt prrftnpr *far fa 

%bt: wfaTOrf stpt 42^ Ptrtp, 

jtpnrarx far TOT i RpJ • 

faRT : #(4 — 

(^T) 20 qfa TO 5TTO ^ I1T7 

PtFtP farftRW Rirr I 

(iff) 50 po pfa 1R % PFT 

Tp/of Erfnw ^tt rot i 

3ft ^TT Tgt |tPT ’PTP ^tftpp 1 


!HFI 1 TRT (qP’TTf'TO) 
iTPRft ^ wEraifR^ tfTTT 'TOTP'T 

1 TO plif, CRT TTfrapPTT #/iHT- 

fspfatTT — — 

— VT 

% ^TRt pftp wrft pfk 

5pq-q- wOfWPTTp; |tY % tf 

2 PFRPr pftr TWfflfWTW fpfW fw TO T^TSTTT 

jqrfTOTOPt 3TO gTOPTP PTfYfT ^TTO f /'PpY | pP fTTT / 
fprr ^nTT | Er TTT^'^/'TOWf Y W VTTOT 

Y ^trT tfn: gTOsrc Ppt t 

pg/Y, TO/gnY TOjSIwt |/f i 

TTTftffl STIR 1 9 %/aft 

%_ — fcr 

(gRTSTp) — • — - — — w 

?T PTfflPt %, 4 TPT, 
cR pfgT gPTnPTP 

2 . 

Yfer wftrfwr, 1970 

jr.it 2 % fair prfvraro wt%r 

tpEr so prt (arrr 7 piYp 135 i£) 

(tot .w tt Trjtf Maf»r %t 3,7rfrof ttpt tht) 

1 . ?n%rp r ?n%;%f tt # (to gr) J 

(tJIT) •TTT, CRT 4)Y<. •I 'glTTj'T PtcrPT 4TTPT g /*P7R |:— 

piEjprt ErlVr 1 (i) f%— — 3 % 

fart pnfTOm: Y *nr (®rr grro) 

WTTO |, 

2. m 1 fa tsr 1 >.. tt tot Erfar 1 (ii) f% FfT/grR fgRrMHnr Idtr 

gaff pftr fcfR Pi faR arffr^R 

3. TTT srf’ffWT%TT *PT ■TR dl'OPT PT PTpf®t %t TTTH^K PT 

El fa it 3Tgt 5TRT PfT^lR rnfrorFf % TfTSRT % far ?tt%rt 

Pro tot «rr 1 Pro ^/f%r I, upcrtT — — 3 

if — - — ■* %t 5 

% far — — 3 f 4 

%t 5 % fair 

4. TffwtR g7r/4»ft a TTRT sflT qg f% TOT TTT%ICT R TOT 

rTr/'TOTO %t TTpTfR R^Rff T ft R#ar JJap- 

Rfpj/Rffa PtPttt 1 anfR'PT * *pf rrt ttPoho-m Yjt/ 

Yuff t ttrt tttY^it «rr/ %i 

5. RfT fafao I (iii) pp TTT STT%R % RRRfaR 

f%R TO TPJ”f fTpTT“T wYt %tt 
TTWfftR fapT^W 3TT fafTRT 
?TO RRTT RpRT PpR 3TPT tjif 
TTTpTWF <pr RRft PrpT^TT 
pTTR Errr% TOST T qg TTTTOr |, 
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( iv) far P-TOTIM TOTOT jf/TTO 

£ Pp t (tot) Mfirfror, 
1970 * mtomt Tf *ttpt toT 
an to-t toPtoto t * qra % 
Pro* ,n rr; : f, \ 

(v) % tot 'pPtwtot ttTt tot 
it^/TOTti: TOtfTOT TOT, TOTOPTfr 
wE pTTOTT T Tift | sftT ^ 

TST/^T TOTTOTOTOTT TPJTOT 

TTt'T ifr !TpT TOTpT TO TO? 

totot tto $ i 

*r (iTT) PtTtT T777TT #/totT It 
far TrfvjpTTT *t urtr ms *t 

TOURT ( 1 ) * TOTpit % TOtTt 
Mfrom ^-i7T/%!7ff n 3?tt tPtt 
touto (mrorf) <tt TOctrfTT 
Tfroro % tot toPrpf % 
fan mijtot fron to* , 
A m m fif n 1 st? Pro Ft /tot yi4*Tr t *a i tt/YTT ft ftp 

TOtf to ttfc to^ttotott to totto % toto ^Trot, 

if Tt^'tfTTOT t I UTOtfiTOT TOTOtwi Ttk •l-T-'-TTn 

„ jt /3 5 ft Tr^fr sttfuiro to — ~ — tt TOTO 

ufuTOrf atm 7rtrr 1 

arnt tr/pt 19 — — TOTO — — 
% — f*T 

( l *3 f< 9 ) fi 

4>TT if, 

q$R Fnfflf’P, 
T TR TOM f 'TOT 1 

7ft TOT. Tiff ?YTT TO TOT ’ftf5TTT | 

TOTO 7<P 

TOTO ifrfy fHV-1 H . 1 1970 

qftrr 50 *ttT TTfrorroT *?r it tm^t to topj- 

^fVrHT to PtPfp qfTfrftrTO 3 pt 
tor * firr mPttoto srmr 
(tarrrr 1 mV 135 ^Pro) 

(tPt ttfroff t Pm tom tto sto 
3 *p to tf^* PtPttot off tftr 
mPtto tot tt! tom) 

1 TO*m('f) to (to) if (tot) 1 

tot, tto uV ttIVpto — - — 

PtPho I mv^TO ’ftwr a. ' q 1 jf/Trrr 

2 ut Pmmto *pt tot PtPto 1 1 ( i ) f* % Ptm mtPmtto 

iV/pm* to* ^ &, 

3 frot srfkqror P (ii) Pp mi from ( t) T 5fpp,T*t % 

JPTJT pTOt l PTT *TT/ Prn WTOT Pi <-1 Pi p3 n ?7T PT ^uff if 

f^nr 7 t do'+ii ttttt Ti T Pi m Pi Pi tt Ptf y ^ n mOw mt 
PtPbit 1 fTPtaff Tt Pro to % pt Pto 


[Part II— 

4 Sff*PTOT T5t(f) # 5fTO wrf^T:- 

srr^Tt('t) ^ft^rfttjTTOTftTf * 6 

/'Tlfra fTPffn 1 3T7f 4 j'i 

5 mTOFTT Tt ITTM, TO nffr <> % frfTr 5 

PrPiPT i jrn 4 T ' r 

G PTM Ptf^fTT | — * — 1 q' | 

7 5tfirTOTtw(f) ^4TTO7T>rr — <i *T fsfTT 

( t) TT TOT, TOT , wVt 5 JTO 4^ 

TOf^TOT G'j' I 3 ^ 

?ffT TRt Pp TOT MftT'P MT TOT 

TTTTOff ^ it tTr^TT TTTTOT UTT 

-jnr TOTO TtTftTOTT TOT MTOT 

TtfiTOPt tw('f) ^ TPTO TTTTOT 
«Tt /% I 

(iii) Pp n/^u 1 

HTTP P PtPjt: MPTPrftT MT TOJ 
tfWf ft/t I 

(IV) pp Str TTtTOr Sp TtT^ >rrpTO 
fro to prg^r fTpr^T* zrrf 
tfsftftTT PrPrfqr jfr ^t PtPpt 
W% OTTO TTOT fTO ttpt TO 
mtPttoit «pt fro% tom if MJt 
ttitot MMpfr frPtTiT rtPT i 

(V) Pp if /to frorpt TOtr H 

tot ff Pp if /to Jfror strftjfTO»r, 
1970 % TOTOff TO BTO if 

TOT^ |TT tot TOfTOTOT % Pro 

to/* $tott =/|; 

(VI) ftp TOW ’pf'Tfr 5TTO rfk TOT : 
iff/TOt^ tTTfrTO 3TR, TOTOTOt 
TtV WtoT'i 't n>) ? 

Pp WF / TO TO TOTOT TP ^1277 

TOTO tot * TpT TOTT 1 ft TO PrpT 
OTHTTT TOT Ft I 

S. MTifTTt(l) ffTTT TT Tfit if/?T PtTTO TOtTT f l TOTT %_ Pp 
TTTitTOt TOTO ft TPJTfTOT g^/jt if 7JTO MpVHPK * PtTt 

%J\ [ 5ft JTTfMfRT 'ttrj ^77 TtftTpTTO *f StTTT 1 3 S >pf 

MfTOTf CRt ^PTTWfTT TO-MT7T ( I ) * TTOTjf * TtETtT 

PTOIT TtTP I Ttf'TOTO TO/ifnft if TOT TpTO 

TO^TT ('f) TT TTMtfTT 'JPtTOTt 

it ttttot Pro tot 1 
ir/TO TTTTT TTOT ^/TTT ft f* 

TO MTTTO if TOTOI TO ^TOTf , 
TTrotSTTp TVT 51^ Till 


TT- TO TfTff urn | 

ttOtt TTT — 1 9 

%/TO — — * fro 

TOTTUTT 

im ft, 


PtTOTO 

t 2 to TOTfro 

7ft TOT T^f ttfro Tit TOT TtfTTT | 
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9TOT 2 «p (toTOTOJISS) 

kkrTO Jf srkro htt grok? 


l. (grr) tot, tot kT to TOkro % f^rkt sik kr (ii) 
Tif^rTT f*rf*TO | ij fafqks? ( 4 ) Jr tt4to; 

TOT TO 7TTT 4‘ <tJ TOT % TO7 JJ 

fkk? 4 /tot l- 

■.I i J T kron t 4 k k? TrkTO / 


2 . TfJrTTT kr( 3 ) it tot- TkTk 4 ^rft k? to tottot to: 

■•' i 3KT TOroiki kro (Ttoto kq f t?/t Jra/Jk, 

TOT i ,'tirrr.-KW!> TOrkkk |/| i 


diTl'n tot 
k 


1 9 — — k/ 

% — fTO 


(^TWT) 2 

«Tr sTTfatn k, ??% tot kr tot 

0 Ir.n (WiiCTO 

1— 

2 - — 


sptt 2 «r kr so tt4 


k!T 5 0 M?q 2TT 

irftrfw % 4k? % far? wfrorrT totto 
( srrcr 7,54 4k 135 4k4 ) 

(4k srfWf Jr faro tot tto tott stt to 4^4 fr k & i 
4k k,af?TTr kk tot ) 


1 . TOkro( 4) to (^t) 4/fT 1 — 

tot, tot kk TOfkTm — — 

fuW I . TOkTOTT TtW TOTT ft /TOk | :— 

2. 'hTtoTOT TO RUT N IkT (i) k - — ■. 2 k kr 

srrfkfOT Jk/fpr k toU if 


3 . to Ttwro 4w( 4) to 
tot, k P a t krJr tot 
W te’fwTiRI TO/kT 
to? 4 i 


(ii) k 44/fjTTKirwK to mk- 
s=tto4 % totow % fro frorkk? 
kr to 4*i 4 Jr Tk krokkr Tfy- 
$to toEtt to 7 1 J 4 *at k ttttot 
kro | to kT t, wtEt: — 


s 4r fror 4 k 

3 Jr 

5 4rkr 4 

k 3 Jr 

■■■ — 5 % kT 

— — . — . — - - — 4 k 

— 3 Jr 

5 . tot kkT i 4k toj k tto tttto to ttot 

TTkroff Jr 4" McTOE tt4tot ?ro 
TTfTOTTO k toto WkTTT kr ( 4) 
Jr toit TTkro to/^; 


4 . TrfTOror kir( 4) Jr hto 
to4tot( 4) kr TTk'Frr 
TOfkr/TOrkf fkPOTTT i 


(iii) k toto TOfrornr to - Tnfk- 
tt[t Jr ^tot to tottott ^ fTrero 

4tkr 4 frop — k 

Trk wkror toto 

Trkro kro to fro% fkr fi/ipr 

TOkro to/ 4 fro% fro — — 

rrn'i — TOkfkT 

tojtot kro tot to wk fkniT %/ 
/n ok? TOfr p/$; 

( iv) jk k 'rrkro 4 to'T toTw kro 
tot tot kk?TT s/h; kf krftfTO 

kkkiT TO kk TTTOTT TO kfTOT 
TOfTOT fTOTO TOT TOT TOfTOTOT 
ttt TOrrfV kkkrr k^rr Trok toto 
Jr TO! totot t ; 

(v) k Jt/to kromr TOk ^ k 
Jf/TO TTferkror, 1970 ^ 
awtfr k topt Jr kkr jt 
kkrTO % 'ti'd ^ froi gTOTOT 

at ; 

(vi) k to Jr kror tort dk toT 

J ft/TOk TOTkPT JIH, TOTOTTft 
kk fTOTOTT ^ Tlk I flk TOf k 

ijk /ip* T to srkTO to 4k? tojtot 
TO k % 5Tk WTktt TO kftk' 1 
mror Tff § i 


ff/TO fkro tocto j/«rrk | k 
TOTO TOfTOTOT % fkt 4ki 
WkfTOPT k TOTT 13 5k TOTOTOT 

( i ) % tottoj4 * srkro kroroT 
kr/4k Jr 3 tto kkr nkro/ 
mrok to *mjTk3 ^kror Jr 
iron 4 1 1 1 4ks ttott 

TOkr rfo to 

TOj?m 4k? Jr *rkkro kor 1 

Jt/to toTto toto j/totJ t % k to 
TO kror it tptoj ttv ^totttt uw- 
4wk TTk TTffTOk 

q"T 

k #k tot i 

TOfw rnro 19 — - 4r/ 

nfr — — -- % fkr 


H. TOk ! E( 4) SKT TO ok 
'RKd 4 TOjokror 
t/| k rrrfwd 4k? *rk- 
ork trt ^TTOwfkr kro 
tot i 


^tt Jr, 

4k? kkPE, 
4??? totJtot i 


6 (5PTO5TT) 


k rrni ^ to? kkr i 


33Gof 1—7. 



210 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 20, 1973/PAUSA 30, 1S94 [Part IX— 


TFT 2 RT 
Ftff 5<1?<R 


1. STRWf FT TTF, TUT 
Ft 1 Trf^FTn fwftjr i 

2- 9 I (fl ’A I J FT HIT frrf’iTT I 


3. fJTT ufvrflTif (Stff) FT 

•rnr fsrf^rc^ ftrarf wr 

FT^TT fFTT JTTT <TT / 

fFw *ri i 


a TfurTTW *?r( 3) if 
ittot( I) Ft Trfa- 
yr trItt / trW 
(trftrcr i 

5. 1) FT FTT 

TTr tCIf 

frftrr i 


0. T 1*1 Etp.fli.1 I 

7. wfwnr F«T( 3) Jf 
W^TTf FT TTF, RTTT 
*flF tt^fot fiTParr 


fr^C TfijTwr, 197 0 

tFottitt Fn ? ttittf F frftiF 
Tfirforfiwf tt Jin^fvnrfT srt 
tffer f TrftrfTFT F frr ttErpw 
tiFft i 

( tnn 7 , s 4 *ftr 1 3 5 Ffarrr ) 

(fftr srffmf if ftuT tot tt*tt trt 

3F R TTT»r ftrfror Ft iftF 

jrffori TTT*T JNt FTtt) 

A j m 1 — — 

rpTTJRT FtfF-T FTdT rf/FTTf 

(i) fF 2 % FlfTF 

FR R Ftj / RTRT TRITT & | 

(ii) tF TTTiWR TT tTTfWrO 

F trjtt F Pi *-i (Arl Ja ci 

Ferff) if 5flr finRfTTftm wfF- 

TTT FRfiar / cTI (titff Ft TTTSR 

frrr wr ^ <ri Ir tr 3 

TRf^ : — 

fi % fJjTTT S 

SRT — 3Jf <• % far 

SjrT 4 Ft 3 if, 

srH ttt fF 3 ft I) 

if ft STIFF TITFsR TJTTT TTfiR- 

fr Ft rrarr ■TfHTmr Fvr( f) 

if 5PTT FT%TT TT / if I 

(iii) fF 7 f '-tjttfi 

TTijoFfirat ft/ % if / epr 

frftr'F irfrfTfrr i / jf i 

(iv) fF TFT Tnf^FR TF 
wtPrpr if tjitr *rf t'-tritf 

t farri% tirr % %> 

Ft ftVr sitFtt ?fo 3 itF- 

ft fw ft fFFF ftrr if / 

?r ftfTf ft / if i fFnF 

finr srIst ft— --T mf- 

fFrr Fite fftit (fft fft 

FT nflT TrifT if / fPT fftR- 

FTfr . j / $ i 

(v) 5TT FI^H FTF 

FTftfT ffnn >RT <TTT rFfttw 
*ffr Ftt FwtfErrT ffOmr ! Ft 
5F% TTTF RTTff ITTf frfim 
irrfiaR tfft wnr, ttt 
F lfiAFTT FT FFFt f^rfJTRFr 
(t FT ftR^T TRET if F?; 
FT^FtT % : 


8. ■5rrtFF( f) iRT FT 

iffe FTFFFT FRF if 

TRFfTFT ?ff RfFtT- 

F?r fEtriF 

rrtr rrmroTT; Hot 


(vi) fr if / jtf frmrr F^t 
% fF if / TT T 5 r FffrfFFF 

1 9 70 % TTffiFfr Ff EFFT if 

•••1 ! •■;" TFT 'Tfi 1 ' i' ; if 

F 1%T 5JFFR f j f 1 

(vii) fF w 'if FftfcT TRF 

ffk Flff *T X/ TRfTTF 

3fH, TTTTRr f'R Ofwnr 

if TRf ^iffrTFTTfFwS/ 

Ff FIFTTT R rts: 

FT^ F fFt wM ft ffrfF- 
epr FTETR Tiff if I 
if / (T*T ffFTT FTTT f, / FTF 
% fF TFT FTfT'FR F Ff^ 
JTF ftR FtfafTTHT FT 
ffTO 135 TfT iFTFRT (l) 

F FWfljf F <r#T FfiRFF 
Ff / ^Tff if FTRFfniT FTFFT / 
FTFfTf TT OTHTfer ^fTWr 
fr FTETF IFFT 7*TF, Ff ffR 

^f 0 ITTFFF Tfo 

<r sTopiF ir FfrffTO 

fPTT I F / !TF SrrFFT TffTTT f, I 

TRf \ fF RT FTFTT if TRF3 TR 

g-FTTF, FEirfeiTlTf RtF TTgRTTF 

Ff iNf FT<f 

a i fly 1 9 F / Ft 

F IFt 


IF 

Tlfy+TIT 


TTT TR iffT 
fafSPr I 


ftFFirtpt ( 3) 


2 . StTTTPTOitnr( f) if 
irtFif TKi frfTTwfe 
ffm ii 1 9 i 




Tf-T fHr if 

f-Rff fTFan 

I T f'l T 

2F1T (TTTlfrTO) 
wPTTm Fw if wtFtf 5Rr 

FTT TTrFR F ^TTTt HfT RT 
(ii) if fFPrfFR Tt ( I) if 

WtFtF (OF FT 7RT FRT rF 

F FT if ftrfoR t/ ifT 

TEfRJRT FtERT FTTT jf / FRT 

$ fF fFr dt^wt( f) F ^rft 

Tit fir srrFrr tt 

1TTTT5R SR fFF | FI?/ F 

iRl / Ft / fJTKT/ 1RTT ROjF- 

ftnfr F/ 1 1 

TTftrr 1 9 F/Ft 

F F-fFr frr i 


— TFTTSR 

ff ITTfimt F 13TF TTTT ifftTFIT 

XlfdfT H’iGTTlttT 


fe STfafFpr 1970 TofftR fFfrFVr 
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TP«r 3 

q u 'fk 


qkj arfErfkrc 1 9 7 o kiRn 
(HTO 10 *t«T9) 

(ST,iq Wo [ hi, W, HT 1 

if arkm in T;tq tik sftpri 
if WHT ‘^'7 ) 


1. RR fHfsjri ktf t-.T Itnx - 

3R TO if t 1 I . 

2. WITOi >( 0) RT yiT 

■rnr Tctt ak Rifrj- 2 . 

rrt Ikfap rwv k 
fiitfi'T qa if I' i 

3 . q§i <nfo.w; V pwt qr (a) fa^-fccfarar if ct. 

w ww ki i fqfRW vnfskrc *ft ■■wsr nfe % ■- 
rh qqqw % %r7T 

fiR 3TR Rlkt srk 
rpt.1) ^ ITT 4 

?fo Rt° SR ^iftlTT 
Wl#lR 3*ff 4PRR 
% 'Rifif qr Riff 
rt^ 1 

Mkk qk wet fr 

jrfkfr qp etkt *f fprr- 
sr ttot w trtr 
ir nkrer krt ’^rrf^R; :- 

Art* «rrsr ja %/qff qr — fqA 

qR 


srw 3 q? 

q-ktaumRi fe Rfufkrn, iy?t> 


qjqk thr^r : n n;R sikw *iy>i f-ik&r 
Wto qprr fjr i (but Toffari) 


fifkk v qsRtw "t / 
ijR =rr-Tf *ra ?/’’ qrsr 
fk '?r,%q fkk vr% 
wkfaq % «r*rr fkt 
qiqr RT «rq FA rtF 
rtF^r i fafRuw ak 
Rqqff k qimrf sk w 
qpirakn wk w srir 
fHRffqqq vnr rtt>N :— 
nkut 19 — 

ffvq 4 

qfrf'Knnrfff 

1 irwrqff qi rip «k TRi 
4 'Ilk 

2 . 4Trfq*rr4 vr rut sont 1 


3 R*f qrr ftqn<tO 

rrtt amqr qpJT 

*RilT t ITT vJTT *l{« 
qq kO tnk=n('f) w 
tf>n mpr qR3T $ utr, 
qrrepqtqT nk cnr qtm$ 1 



k/uft— - r f<H 

qi L ?i' afwfRqR, 1970 
trrTT 9 ir wtfk fkrw ak m- 
qTyqifTT 1 

({•wr l.ikwt) 

if lm ~i firfk 

(fkikf 2 & 

nisr?j aq% wtOwr in fk 

k=€ % fort' amer w®n 

— — —fkrr 

t , rFwiRr ^fmt qRfrr j/qR^- 

f : — 

(i) fqr TqkO/Tnra; ipt if— 

3 ^ f«raqO ifrkr ^ 

nqn tnkrn qki ^ qrt twt 
qRct ?t qfT gqw arfkqrR if ijjt 
k/^TRRt ?qr 5fTO qpf^T | lk/(R k 

— finqfFiffsra' 

fpff if Rfft TITfqq^rTR % faff 
k'ie(O) % F# snifaq fw 
$, W | ; 


qfif kff Riff irok arkq (qnn qf<! 2, m, 2«j rt if 
% wtr 5Tqq kn qqr ’Tkqn^ w? ifk qfkO rt nfe 
g't 1 afpflf fkRTm ROT R 

iff «f mnq Tfo i, i4T, iw qr 
iqi'S if WR4R in RTq RR Rtqi) 

1. qrn F.qlVsq ^(tt k tw wr qi’ afw arkk % qqr 

a#TR to 1 if % 1 m 5rfs»f.' 'nf^nn fqfR?ir fiutr 

2. 4n kq; qT wraqqi qn Rq k err aipfa 1 (rr+O) rert 

(■jnr) rtr, qm wk afi nrkr Miqq 1 

rF'-urt MfsR' 

k ark'T qar if % 1 liwr nkk 

(0 

;;. qk wfqr-RR qn (2) 

kiR hrwi qfffkf 1 1 

t'qfkw «ft Tint qqqir (fRpqferfatr kfk?r farfur^nin jr 

% %qR >T4 : I 5TR RWt Tnf'^qTR % RIRq qfr tik Rir 

»k hrk k'i Rqqi diio kk qfrrsngif q-2 fa.qifcrnr fqmi 

R|o qvT fTlmqf 61WT SiniTg: qf'Jin -flk afqfqf’JRR 

kt ‘KiRiT in qmrq rrit % 1 
k qr jfik RTkq 1 fryn 


4. anr k, wm «’r nrffcr (r) — 4 

,qO qifiT^ knit k>*d 

% kt HinjRq - nikn («■)- — 4 

■sttri % qnrr crfeiq 

if’-RiT 1TIT if 1 4 

(ii) k nqn tnqqn T^kiT, 
iT’pffqm;, qfkq qfkjw, 
irfifti qR f'Tprr rtt ^ ; 

ftk 1 

(iii) k‘J$T tl(f|Rq(J) tp f^PT- 
fRfttn kns 4njTei I'nqinqi 


t/fW q^- t 1 

5. kki nrnr k(('i) k (*f) — ~ 5 

ksn tfR qftaiFi wrim 

qUTVl 1 (qf) 5 

(it) — S 

(iv) kqqqn q gqr- qr 

qq^qfqkf qp kq | 1 
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(v) t/)TW TOTW TOTWTj/TOO $ 

| fa ii/siwTi am wftts 

miTO % WTOT if TTfbRT 

fa# wi yi fafwifw % sffw- 
‘Jsf'JT %f THWT TO #/?rw 
jw % srrirof 

wrowfT aftd #, aft atff 

WT HI Vr 1 ‘ d h! WTfa*TOT % 
f™r£r www toi to wm % 
a i?,/.. fail w# ?f t 

6* ro/iw wtw Oil arrow a i f wi t a *t 0 s# hi On 

%C \ V TOT W W rt'Ei I If rflW Hit! % ’h'Ih 1 Pl 9 i*f= %T 

WWWWrWW TO ftffaw TOT if igwWW 
TOTWT t/wT / TO. 1 W ',.(fa ; 

7. wr^ro(Y) tot (aw)i (vi) fa ro# wfiw w*pr afa to# 
srrfaw ¥%w afwrorf% wf/^wri tow, rnwroft afa 
^twtwk i farrow i wro $ i 

roirwr am is 1 %/w# 

% pH 

‘ 6 ( ) 

WTO if, 

fwfanr, 

'firs TOWfaW 

fa wwj wfa (pro air row ifi i * 

toft 5 Yfaw afafwww, i 9 7 o 

aror 9(1)% aaiw tor w$t# % 

faW25Wo afWWTW fw&TOTOTT 

(am 9 ( 1 ) 121 ( 2 ) «ftr 53(3) 
#frii) 

1, TOW, TOT far roP^TOTT #/^W 1 — 

TOTOfaf I 

UTOfti TO- TOW TO 

tor w^t# % fw# afawr mm jr/ 
mi £ i 

2. TOT wf fa TOW faffa 2(w) % 

fa TOP W * 1 at#WW W ° fa TOWW 

wj# fafwiw % fa# am a( i) 
% wafa 

(w) — — % ir i/ 

11 WT# WTTOW Wo — ■*— fa 

tfaft % fa# TOftm TOT# % 

fa# am 21(2) % wfaw 

(ir) to % 

fa# wfaa wo 

TOTfU TO 

wwfaw w faw wrov m# % fa# 

am 53(3) % afaw, 


[Pari II — 

'Ww afaro TO mw % ffawfafarw 

TORT I : — 

3 . arrow (I) TO WW% (TOT TOTW # WT#fa % ftr# irofawm 

|%) toNw wfwrorf tot frowfafaw $ :- 

im tototot fa# m# 

mffa am le , — %/fa 

— % fro 

3(^ti«r<) 

imi, 

ifawfwfam, 

fa'd '+ IP f '-TW | 

Trftrfwror, 19 7 0 

6 WrfTOTORTO T TOY: p 1 wfTOTO 

WifWTOtW^ 14 ( s ) 

1 . mtw('l) TO/% TOW f'Wfro; w/^T w^sm 

totott wtot ^/totw $ Pf i rt/ 

TOTt arrow WW4T — 

2. WTiTOSTOTOF TO TO Wrens' — 

WlfTOSTOTOF TO WTW, TOT WTOW W TOftlW WTr ^ fafW?W 

tfYr swiVi Rtot arfroTOT to/% a ww t 

fl\T TOW TOfTOTOTOF 

t/t; 



3. TOTwrorTOw, wfw 2 wt tAt^ f% im/irwm toitotot % 
arfw c TOT^ to/% tow towt , 'T^w % fww tnifww wrr,^' to a furor 
/wtA arrow; % wr |, ww frow nrow f, 3 ■, — 

afaror 4 wt %f% ^ett f% 

aiSsw wa if afmPsw fron 

wwt (f 1 

Jaffa ara 1 9 %/%f 

4. aiiro: um FRiiaffw % fro 

froamru 4 (!RWT«r) 

afarm ar%ro wP tott % Prwra, 
wfw am 2 m aTfroroww % tot 
if PrPro fTOfr Rfw to wrw, 
ai^ro if wt aitrof if % froft 
if ^TT 5 TTOT W?ff fWTO WTWT Wt 

ai fwrotwfww totw m rmasn 
mi ?fi 1 
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ft nkftnn fawr if rnfw v.few. 
% nfergm snarr ( ft ) % snj- 
qrnT 4 4 lPSM f’FTT TT'T tafann 

if rttfafafa fa^ nnft aft aoi/rfa 
kr ft I 


5 . mweiFrPF JHT tfaTWftn (^TWr) 5 

tTO^KI 


km fnnna:, 
km annfan 


aft arm nff ?frar nft an? ifrfao; i 


19 


$ -- 


nrffar nm i 9 ■ 
% — 


faftnaft ITT STTitfet km 
nfftanfaft 5 KT TnanUTim 
fen nfa i ffanwr % ftfa 
niftfe an am ftk 
Tiffejamr '*ft faffe i 


ftnr ft, 


213 


-%/aft 


— aft i 

— %/ aft' 

— fan 

-l I'amra'’;' 


ftfe fefaar, 
km arrafan i 


km atfafern, 1 970 

sn?n 7 wn a$M % fan nrann 

%fa 25 t;o nfemr (fenr 14 ( 5) ftk 24 ftfan) 

km % fan itt — — — % 

amfe % ft?m 

ft e % fan 

arrkn 

f 

1. mn qfn nk ar« 5 amr ft/smi faramr 

TTW(ft) an (a?) 

>mn n?rn % fer arfem annr £/ 

nk t : — 

(at) faro 14(5) %wfatnfaan- 
tott aft ftfen nrfw anft % 
fan; 

(«) tTTTT 13 (l) (u) in *TKT 

19 ( 1 ) % w#t srmfa aft 
t'/.m % (Vi " ; 

(n) fakfa % faffer an faafar % 
wo: arm an amn; arfsrgfftn 
arm if: fair | 

akfar. arnr 1 9 %/aft 

— - % tint 

fanft, 

km fa nV< at, 
km annfan 

aft man nftf ?ftnt kr ana fttfair 1 


ftofe, 1 


2. wrwtt/nrkaft m im 
nr nn% mfsrsm nfrranrf 
iro ^miwfm fan^ rnfa 1 


amr 9 
ftfa 25OT 


1. mftaaft an grr nnr ftk 
TOTfafaft 1 


km srfafam, 1970 
fafa % fan % fan am 19(2) % 
nftftn rrrftnn 1 
(fern 28 ftfaft) 

ft/?m 1 


nnaffRr kmft° — %' 

fakr % fan % fan mftan armr 
g/arfe $, aft (nrr 19(1) % 
anftn fafan % anjaraw ft ftft nr 

tank km a» 

(% fan anftnr) % ftgft fafefa 
ft u*ri: anrfkr fan 1 anr ^ 1 

ct wrkar % ’man ft fan nfaft nr: 
fefa fen nnr ft ft f : — 


nrffa arm 1 9 %/aft 

% — fan 

2. arnfet/anatnaft nr nn% (^anrfeft) 

nr na% nTfajnr atfaafe — 

5 ttt tjfaTtffn feft n^ 1 

ftat ft, 

km fferann, 

km anafan 1 

aft mra aftr iftnr, rtft ans affan 1 


sran 8 
kn 30 nan 


km nftrfenr, 1970 
mfaft rnffa amft % ffe mnaT 
(trm 17(1) ftfara) 

4i?n — naajru 

mftaTamrr j/arfaffa: 19 — 

%/ aft- — — % 

fan air aifer fann nnr ankn 
nanr fen- 

fafan ntffa nr fanr mn nnm 
nnr, wnfe : — 


km wfafern, 1970 


nan 10 m 

aftn 25 no rrrftaar nT n^an-nr^nar % nn ft 

atrftai^T amft % fan enm 20(1) 


% mifn maT 

1. arkTtfannm, anritk ft/^ni — — — - 
fars^ann 1 


faraam fnftan arm ^/amft f 
fa _ 
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2. qklT 4 fWir 3TT=rW I 2 farr TF 4o 

srrarkr *r>T "Tnr mik i qiqkr — 

a. stTw/^t ^rf-fcNr tt 3 4 m 4 qn4qifi *n4 mi am* : 

^ft, qqT ik qrEmrr 4/4*r titt mq g- /4 tt f far 4 

Erfgq fafk/fapk m • — — — 

4 3JV4TT TT qqkrTtft 4 WcCTT IT kkr 4 f4r TimT 

w fmq foar mi % (makr) 4 *q 4 ^pkifr 

4- 44 srriTkr 4t infra 4k mk 4 14^ ?'Trn: g / J i 
grr4 T^^rrrf 'FT fqftrfcqf 4k ErtT ^Tsrer 4 4 /? r «kkq 4 
41ftpr sk ^ frfiq (V 

wt ftnrr qqr ?m fkr 4 T rr»i s — - — — 

OTTR faff fw JRT | I srtw TRcTT si /v ^ f ! TTTRI ^ 

5. mkr % ttft % ark anfra % fa{ 4 tt/?jtt3t ttt 

(JtfirfSrfr) faRfafacrf : 


qrakr 4 41 f i rtt 4t m vi 
WfT 4k ik/gak miknc qrr 
m w4 ttft sRTpr 1 1 
■art 4 mkr i fr 4 % far 5 trt / ^rtrt 
TT r fmfafaT | ; — 


'll T*T v i I 9 — t 4/4l 

— — %- faq 

(sk^RTT) 3 

.3. ?rr%54f tt wfana f 4r krri, 
iRr prrqrafkr |4qr unr* i k^s: f4cra i P, 

4k mfaT I 

fafafT qfd'fifa eTTTT TKST>RT 


(Tlffa 3TT3T ] 9 %/ 

4t — 4 — far 

6. OTm/ffkrqrk 5TO gfa- gRmTT 6 

fwfkr F4 rtt 'jmr i 

7. wikT tt m, qqr ak 4/?4 7 

Trf^KtT »RTT^I I ^qrpfq JtWtT 4t fffRrfa WT g / 

54 f I 

8. *tT STftr- (grqwq) 8 — 

jrr trfwfrn arm grar w- for 4, 

far ftrtrr i k^r fafour, 

ITd TTqknr i 

5ft tttjt fof gkrr ^4 ^ frfsrp: i 
a^T 1 I 4t‘£‘ srfufaTPT, 19 7 0 

25 5» wi5T3r «tft ij'i{ ^4 4r wr 

4 4^"^ 47 4t4t 4 TT ^fTFHuft 
wr4 % arft 4 sra 20 ( 4 ) % 
sralr f44vi4 4 fw ffpIaT 1 

(Pm no 4fap ) 

1 . jn^w/wm^T ht m, 4 /^t 1 — — 

tit *4t fwfiro; 1 f5r«4/fTr^'!4 

2. Jppfr 4TT m, TTT 4k 4 TTT«T TpJTfT 4 4kr 

TT%-"RTT p4 I 4 0 dlTw 

4 R-i u. fm 4, 

4tf4n ^Rar |/Tkr f ftr tw 2 

— - — nfr 

w 1 1 

% NT^r wn i/mi f ftr 44/ 

07rk 7 i*i 4 ’IT-I’H qr iU 
% ftn? oM 5*rk hi% Pikrr 
4 kfTT T1TOT Pctt 5fTT! I 

n/wR PkT*r tttt =f/q-Rfr % f4 

tot 4 NNt nftr- 

f4fsr(4f) 4 mw ut’T'TT qr; 


— - — — — — T3T qrr/4 

i. m, ttt sk TrfopTqj NTepp jrRrkTffer 4/fq 4 — — 


faFarq i —tr^gm qq4t 

TTnrPr krr f/44 | f4 

4 o _. <TTfR3T 


4 144 Trrkrq tt qrpr^rft 4q^r 
ttt 4 Trm4t 4 m tt mi 4 

^1 q 3 1 1 4 1 1< I 

akkr ttht 1 9 — 4/4r 

4 for 

5. W*JT afTkfsr (4r) (^nrerc) 5 

3T7T ^Tr4Tk?r fTATT m I 

4t qff grar 34 vrz Tlf4r i 

siwv i 2 4i‘f? TrftrPm, 1970 

4i?T25?o pu ?tt4t4t 4 fkrre gt4 41 aurr 

4 3 4 Ftp ttNtt tt TTRkr^t 

qq 1 4 4t sim etttt 20 ( 5 ) 4 
qT5Tff EJTTT 2 0(5) 4 3JTJPT, 

Prkft 4 f4ro[ wt 4 tt i 

(fm 31 4f4o;) 

krr q«r4f qT w4qT fnfacr | *rk 

Pkur ^ ^tfqT |(4 fknnq 4t 
4t srf44i 4 ttt«t 4r aTrar 4 

'■H 4T ^ 1 i. J | 

1 . arq tm qqT Mm, 4 1 — — 

2 . TRrwkqqr (4r) tiw 4t 2 — 4 

4k qqT farfgrr 1 m Pkr 4 wt — — - — — 

4 Not Tiiq 4 qqi-i nrm i 
qqqjTTr qtfqq ttht j f4 
ffq 4 fkrrc p w | 
4k 4 Sp mn § k fwn 
44 kkr 44 qpqr \[% mkr qk 
I 3 qrt Mikq qq qpi qm 1 3 1 
^3t 41 sn tt4 1 
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3. nrAnAr qr nTFsim Aim fmmmmTn nmfa At fnfirrfent nrms 
faAfrrfa am ffafaw A fa n£ $' i 

Ttt3tt wt i '^rrc=r n nnftn % fan ns Ten ffam- 

fafim |: — 


28(4) A nfa'I nn mTT fa WT 
nffa A fan mmSKt nrAnm'famT 

jt/nAt ^ | Tf, TTT^n °t *TO A 

Unfa fan fafar f : — 


'TT tfa , TR 1 9 — -fa/AT 

• — A- fan 


(sramem) 3 

fan A, 

Aim FmAtt, 
Aim 'tiiT 9.19 

At el 0j mfa fanf tfa 911 * fafan I 


rmrfa Aim rrfafnnm, 1970 

Atn 3 one Ayr fnfmfan At mffafn At ijmfa 

TTTTt A fan mAnm 

(httt 2 2 fa T t-0/f.' Afan) 

n'/far o.nnrmr Aim no — 

fa TTffa A 

mAnm A mmsm A rnffar mjA 
frMi At >fanfa At ntt nTffa 
nfa At fa^i fnfmfarr nrfanr 3, 44 

At mfanr — — 

nrn A tmnm A tw^ At n fa, 
rymfa farm A ffar nNmr farm £/ 
fatt f 1 

nrffa, wj 1 9 — — — -A/At 

. — % ffar 

mirnn nr nrfarAt nr ntrA / (f^nrstn) 

nAA nfnnnt erm ittnTST- fan i, 

fan fAmr fan 1 Aim ffafanr, 

Aim fanfan 1 


At nrn mfa fam, nm fafam 1 

nr*Ti 4 Aim nfsffam, 1970 

Am 25 no ottt is( 1) nrtrm 28(4) Anrsftn 

nnr nnnt A fan nrnnm 1 

(Arm 24 5 fa 9, ) 

(fan nfmft A nrfan fAtr nfa ) 

1. >333 mm, nm Afa mf^fan n/f n 1 — 

fafarr 1 (n) Aim i" - — 

nr 

nr°— A fan 

nrnnn At nran fafas At gnm 
fa A fan JttTT 25(1) A nfam 

(^i) nfam Ac 

mo At nran trmr 23 ( 2 ) A rrfam 
mi Am nfa A fan nr mm 2 s ( 3 ) 
A nfan mm farm A fan nnrr 


2. nrfam(A) nrnrftrem nmr A ntfan A fan fan/mrA 


Aim nfafart inn mm- 
5 tffa fa 9 1 '9 1 1 1 l 


nm fmmfaffar % - 


mfam, nmr 19 
Ar — 


(famnm ) 2 

fan n, 



-*/ 

•far 




Aim fafanrn 

1 


At mm nfa fam, fat fan fafAn 1 

Trfrin Aim nfaffam, 1970 

Afa so ntn Afar snjsn nfat A fan ffatn At nnnr 

nm 25 A nfan 
(ffam 35 Afam) 

(fan fan n 1 A nrfnrm At Trnrft) 

1. (ijm) nm, mr Afa A/m 1 — — 2ffrrr 

Tiffamnr famn, 1 fan nr mfam nwr — — 

tt Afan i n’^4ri nmA A fan — ‘— — “3 
mna fa farts At trmjfra 
gvn far ft/far $ 1 

2. fars A nrfarr m (>jti ) 'nrm n nnftn A fnri Atr/^nra nm 
nm, mn Afa rrl^nnr %•■ 

ffafan. I - — -■■ 

3- fafan A nram At fnfan 1 - — — -— — 


4. ffatfa TCTnifat ar<r mfan nnr 1 9 A/ At 

mrnntfm fam m; Atr A— — — -far 

fan fafaft TmnTt nrer 4 (^mnrnfa) 

A n^nf fan $t fa atfapr 


Tfan nffarfa ^TTT I 


fan A, 


fam fafan, 
Afan mfann 


At nnj nfa fam fat 'nm fafar 1 


nnr m 
Atn 30 wr 


r . mm fare mi fnftrn 1 
2 . ffafafmnr (nfan nnmn 
nr fam At Aw TWTRt 
At mm fan •rrfanffan 
farms) fnfa; 1 


Aim fafafam, 19 7 0 

ffafafi A rmw gmnrt n fai At 
nnmr 

(ffam 44(2) Affar) 
rt/^n 1 — nnnsTTT rjmnr 

Anr g/fa | fa— 2 A 

ffafarr n- — —A 

Fnn fmm rjmnrf n rfa ^nfar fa 
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rtrrt, frt RT W/spurf rT: 
ft %l4 srHr tir 41051 i 


rttH wr>T 1 0 %/%t 

% — — fin ( 

3. gRRT W RI% WRIT I1TT — (5Fn5TT) J 

Rf RlfHPF'T T%R RfRRRf RRT R, 


SKI (PITOT 1%R RTR I 


sft RP^ R#t £lRT R% RT3 ^Krtt I 


RRR 17 Tfe: wferfpPTRT, 197 0 

qStRsrfRRTR 2 5RRt Prrr 48 % r Jr rrr rttr %Pr 

RTRTR 

-\ Jr Z RRRT ' — T T 'TTTtFJ— 

— — ■ — % f'-l 11 RTRTR 


1, RTR, TRl rJt TlHj-RRT t/^R— — 1 fRRR 46 % mfH 

F i a nr i Rtj4 fRf%?w r r^thr rpjr spr 

RT Err 47 ( 3 ) % RRtR RRtHR 
R.TR RT Rff HMut %t RiPtH R?T 

RfiHjlTi 4i '4 % Rfi* — — 

RTR TR RRR 44 01 31% p-i H 5RR- 

arra rtHr stirt i/vti | i 


2 . Wlt5V(J) RTRlH/R^ 

srfRRRf ffrTT fTRTWT f%RT 

RTT 1 


RlfH RPR 19 

— % Hr 


RRT^, 


%/%T 

(?TRT«TT ) 2 


3%^ FPW<fl, 
wrirTR 1 


5 ft Rpj R^ff F>Tf t 4 +T3 RtfR.T I 


RRT 1 8 4 rNFir*), 19 70 

<#325^ RUT 28(2) % RlftR STl^Tl 

(Hrr 49 JHo;) 


1. T6R % f%5 R1R1PP RT Jf/^r 1 

(qt%%f rr >373 rtr, rri 

*fk tiHj+ri 1 HpfH 1 9 %t 


2 . RtHs^rt "fr rtr rtti^o i R+ hiFi^tt % fRv Hrrtt rtr 2 


3 . rH rHrrt n ^r, rt 

RTfRFtTT'f' ( 1 ) R3/%RIR, 
RRT SfK TF%+"R1 RRlTR I 

4. RTfRMRT ( %t ) 3R RTR 
f?T%T I 


fr, TSri tfo 4 tt — 

R I — •- — % fRR 

RIRTR f%RT t, «fk — 

%R 3 — — 

PRRJTRT RtRRT RTW g/Rlpt £ 

f% RRR 4 — * — 

Ro — 1ST 

drftR 

% f^iO, RT%tR Ro % 

WrfRSWR'S I A/?W 074JTTT 


f-T%TR + '0 1 f> / 3' Id f 1 f% "7*0 

-4t — 

5fiT STRT 28 % SraiR feuj 

^t iirfiFVKc % WR 3 riHti 
fotRl *40^ 1 "HR oT (l-Rlnd’i %t 
RRRftiTR RPTT RTF fRRTW, 

fd did , Ippf ^1T V\ 'H 44 % 

¥3 RiUTT 0M I tiH'R ^ I 


RTOf # ctPTW % PRt itTT/l|rRRT 301 
fRTRfRfTO $: — 




- %/ 

* %-—— 

■ ■ nl l 

f^T 


5 . 5fP%TT *PT% RT% snfV (iTOTTMT ) 5 

srf%Rff RT SrrfHtSPT ttRiR 
wfRtiO^ JTn 5triiwr<o 
f%RT ^ntf I 




| jft STPJ R^l +13 iftFilN I 


'IT? foR^lRF, 
4^ p d ' 1 , irAmo l 


SP*R 19 'ttftrfRRR, 1970 

q?tR25Ro ffRl 28(3) (fwt 50 % 

RlftR TRT 

' 1 . tHrit +t yr rtr, tot o'/^r 1 

9 Y 7 '.iRj+oi rotto i — — *— — — “- 

U.OdSFT Rtfw +TRT f f% 

2 . TTr % Rpr rtTpf Rr A/|[R — 

13 RTR *fk RRT — — 2 

I RPTTF RTf%WR S3 RTfRE+TOf 

i!% ' Rw^ 7 R%‘J t 

! 9 


RTO tTd. % f% T7 IR1%SR tt 0 

f%RT RUT RT sftr 

H^S % f=P 

rNPorr %t tnrr 28 ( 3 ) % 

^ wtIwtt % ip? ? itTr/fpTrrr 
Rf%nr fRRT RRT I 

fHpd fRRR, 1972 % fRRR 50 5TTT 
RRT RftfeTR RR qftfFtfRRl %t 
RRTtRR ! RT^ RPRl 17 + fRRRJT 
fRR % WftR R?T RRT f%RT RRT %, 
RR%1 OR RH RT RfRRf Rf^R 
RR*R[)| 
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3. ton-ttAj) ^cr oTfsopa orar ft diftla % fare; ftar/p oar 761 
ftft? ftflaft ittt ort- fftcrFaffta £ : — 
ftft f tht wo - ~ — — • — ■ — 

arfft* 19 ~— — — *- ft/ft 

%. for 

(fmrrcra) 3 - 

Jrt ft, 

fttar arnrftrT i 

ft irnj •riff ftor, oft aas ftfftft i 

0*0 20 ftifto ftftftldO, 1970 

ftar 25^0 wttt 2 fi( 7 ) % mh oifta 

(fw 51 ftfftr ) 

1- HO VTftTT ft "oaftaft ft/(R 1 — 

mfftr ut mfamff an i jtt nd'^si a ftfaa aam |/«re r f fa: 

•mr, am fta Tifi^wr — 

am ^7 1 ara 28 % oftra aw wiffttiK 

■FTT, HO'— TT 

1 9 — % 

Rot — — — 

2 - flllaWK-fi ft HO ft — ~ — 

oRftftl WTffH ao HR ft OlftRaiTaa: ft HO ft gftw Htff fOHT 

• ■rrffcr or fta ft, Vo omriTar 

ao srmro % ooo»m % Rot mfto 
aaor g/aiaft I' 1 

fftpT 51 SKI OOrOftfiTO OH oR- 
ftHfdftt ft ■do^ful'd aoft TOHT 
Rraao fftrft ofto ho tnftmr 
fw HOT £, Soft ftft/ftHHf ftRa 
ftfnH f, I 

OTTH ft TOftl % Rdf fto/gRTO OHT 

fd"-df’lfftd £: — 


3 . OTHOH TO HT% oft — — ■_ — . — .._ 

Rfftftf HT JTTfeliH ftft.T — — — — — 

ftftaft ffFT i^OftaO HTTftj OR 1 9 — %/ft 

fftHl HTO I — ft _ — ~Rh 


(?Rwa) 3 

fftraa?, 

ftftaj HOnRpT I 

Hft OPT Htff aft aHO ftRrcr I 
OHO 21 ft%H offtHHO, 1970 

'fhfSWt ORH ft HTfR ftftnr % Rn{ *nft?H 

aaft "ft aoprr ft Roi Hi^rr(«rm 

3 9ftfarr ) 

1. WlfowfiK "FT HR Rrfftrr I 3 - — — — % 

faH HHT Wf«WR ftft/sjoi3l' affft 
3 £ i ftft/woft to rnfawR 


% Rot ftRa-oRTH ipcft ft fro 

7 3 'd an OtftHH ft o — — — -' — 

an HT 

f=IiHT | I — 

$/%H RthTm r»IH SRr/^ff R ^ 
Rot htt^' "ft nH’SHRir »rht 
i/anft f : — 


$(j?x j/foift | Rr g#/ 

(Rr 3 ^il if \ 

f-l U di 74 'W'l'd i ft 

HOT I TtfHfHHTT aft tfTtr 39( l) 

ft firfnfe wft < gft mr 

HTTR <ft anft ft RtrPhRR "fTRT 

t- 

ft/?H 0,d^SKI ftfftf TTHT ^/wft 
| far wft an«TH ?m iftaiif^/ 
Ifmft HftftnT HM, HTTWtft aft"; 

fftlHTH ft HR t I 

orfRr wi 19— ft/ 

ftt — - — ft — fftl 

2 srrftHai (ftf) ht snfuiR (irTTeur) 2 

ftftTHHftwft sror ^ht- 
arfftr fftoi hit i 

ftm ft, 

qTd fftftBT, 
ftfe: awfer i 

ft hit off fftT, uft arc ftfftr | 

jfwr 2 2 ftftrs arffrfftnr, 1970 

qftf 00 Tnft VTT7 43 ft Htfft ft "piaR 

ft fftr rnfttr 

[Pm 5fi( 1 ) ftfftnr] 

1. unftw HT HlHdftf ao ft/fR ™ — — — Hiftn aram 

hr fftfftrr i f fft ftt/^mft anft- 

^<5 — — — ^ - - 

2. ftfft HTftmr fta; HR cTTftg ft HTETR TT 

ftwrftt aft fftco i ftftr aft ^^JrtfaHi fftHT hot 

ft i. fd"-dfd("9d ft ft MKd 
ft mfttH arft ft ftft/^mft 
ft ft ao ft aRifst ft nft 

d * fid l J1 1 iJ— 1 ■ “ 

mfNr hth 1 9 — —_%/ 

3 . wHar/ft) rm ar ft ft fft 

jrftjTdr ftrj arfwrf (framwa) 3 — — 

ttct farnwa far nof i ftar ft, 

ft"a fdafta, 
ftot aoqRrr i 

ft hoj; ?fti, aw ftfftr i 


33 G of India/72— S. 
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RRT 23 EtEr TTEjEiRR, 1070 

RfET 2 5 Ro RfiRR'RI flfer ^ RPfRT RRp Rff 

'MrIr W % Eftf y | j, | 


43 ( 3 ) Er ’tnfnr ri^rr 
(E m 56 ( 3 ) *fal7 ) 

1 . i jtt rtr rht irfr rtE^ if/?H 1 rEEr 

rrt EtEw. 1 — ■■- — %- - - — 1 rtTrr 4 ° 


— — — RR % JptRRT-i 

R^RT + O % E-1 M — — — 
-Hiy rE vh Er Rif rrtE *f> 
El " OdWsiTT *1 l^5R W"R 

g I WT ?f l 


w, jEEr wE % rtot Err strip 
HR S : - 

2 . itt snftrfR rtrEjt ^rrsr 19 Er/iE 

EtEr wErairf 5 ttt — — % Err 

3 *^ 1 1 4TT EfRT HI I >> | 

(gfRTWr) 2— 

rtrt Jr, 

E2tR EtWP, 

■EER RTRfaR | 

5ft" RpR Rift frtRT, R% 4>li *{1 p4 1 ( I 
5PIR 24 Efe iffnEm, 1970 

RiEr 50 rr# EEr % Erfm % finf yrrr 44 

Jfr urtfEr TTT%RR 

(Em 58 EEs 1 ? ) 

(im w^rr Jr Errcr Rr e^hi 
fj mrrfRR wir wrt rtcr tEt 
sTym % mr Rt sErE 

Jr ir^i '410, ) 

1. JRT RTR, RRT *fk TTffcj- if I ^R 1 — 

1 “ — — 

0.04d.KI RPlfRT IRTRT g /wR ? 

2. RH 09 Ew RR RTR, RRT Etr EfTR Ro — 

’’E ' Trf^RRTT 9 “1 1 ft' 1 , RTf RTF * ~ ^ - — ■ 

[ A R «Rt * — — — ■ 

fW RTTRT R7f?[R *TT I — 

Et TPJRR fw RRT |, RtEtrRIT 

^ RTR »fr TRTR RT — -2 

RR RTR RfRHnlRR W% RTfftfRR 

fw "Wf I RTRR jf *MN % 

Err Jrrr / ^rttf rrt EttrErEw 


*- 

3- Vl^RR 1 (Rrf) RT REt^RT — — 

^7R wpR+'Rf STTT 

^RmfTR fWTT RTF* I Rt 6^ WTR 1 9 %/Tt 

% 


(srrtrtt) 3 

£rt Jr, 

4 *7 ■ '7 fRRTTRT, 

^ 73 : rrrEtR 1 


WT 2 5 
RET 2 5 RR^ 


1. ^TT RTR, RRT ■rVt '7Tfft7r 
RRT ErEjtt 1 


RT.tt Rf'ufRRR, 197 0 
OTTT 5 L ( 1 ) T RETtR fRTRTR 
f 5fTTC ? T 

(fRRR 59 REsE) 

Err rrrj if rt nmRR Etrr 
RTTRT ^ RR^r fRRRRT % RPR 
Rf 9 f-i J -lT R RTfiJRr fRRT R Vo ) 

t/? R 1 * 

^TR Ra --RR 

R I ftl *4 — * ~ ■ • — RT RTRR 

EtrErErr Ertwi % Etr rrte 

SKT ’RTRRR RTTRT g" I RiTR j^;- 

hirr Jf rtrEr ^r Err Jttt / rrpt 
HR I EtprErEhr §7— w 


2. RT^RR ()Rf) RTSTTfaW dlTlfl WTR 1 f) — -■ — — — •%/ 

^71 TTfRRRTf 9TTTRTRT- RV 

Ernp RTR i 

(f^rrerr) 2 — 


JTrt Jr 

f'lHR'-r. 

■fe- rtrErr I 

Tfr hi j j TfgT rriRT rJt rrr Erfir 1 ) i 


RRR 26 


^7R RTFh fRR'R' 1970 


RETT 2 5 WRIT EPRT 51 ( 2 ) % ^rEr fR%lff % 

Err wt%r 

(fRRR GO EEsr) 

(Err R«JR‘f RT RT^RRT fRRT RTTRr 

^ RR % EtRRR % RTR Rt RfRRT 

R Rlfen EfTRl RTR ) 

1 . EtTRtrnO rr ^tt tttr t riot i— 

tr rJ* '-f'-7,i»T Erf^R ErrEtEir Em if ottt 

55 ( 1 ) Tfr RTpTR Er RR fRRRRT 
% Er^wr w rrrr ^ TR ^r 


2 . m 'IrttwErt rtrth 
trt TfYr ttE^rttt EtEir I 


Err - 2 # TrRRRRr tE 

R1W fR^f |r Ert Od^JKi TTT^RR 

ttrt jr / wY I - — — 


rttr if rtrEr % Err Jrtr / fRm 

RRT ElTRErEw ^ 1 — 

3. Wl^RRi (T~f) RTrEtFR 

Sf^TR srfwif 5RTT RTTEr TO % / 

rrTRl^RfTR fW RR7RT I lE ^ fRR I 

(gTRTftRT) 3 

Jtrt jf 

E2 tt Errrrt 

i2--d rrrEpt 

Rfr RRT3J Rgf jjlRT rrT rrr ifrEnf I 
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THd 2 1 <rfd klR wElfddd, 1970 

Th 50 W I mrj 52(2) T WffH TEs 

dRd * Eft stfht i 

i. tiwT’F w 'jtt imr, 

'hi t*rf7 r T i (Eft m*h: f= wwff fdws 

2* - r j A i y m q "rr *rnr dRST ^ 'rprl'd'i d^kr ^t* 

ErRi". i f-i'H ">i wk nrrw •* r snEH 

dE df 5jf?r % m) 

3. ^ ^TR ' J if?. 1 

+n IMM'M R ^ — 1 — * — 

Hindis ftqw ^ i oTorjm wtw wit g 

4. tfJvd'HRf 'FT dPT, 'FTT (i) fdT *Er /^FT 4 

Tlk StE^dHT El (did I SPT IFptIT % FTtFfWtG'T 

5- dKPMf Tt TT 0 sfk dd oks TT° — 

EtEjtt | % nErnV.rdl d EtF 3 — 

6. TTtFfr wk sm wrEr- 2 t^t HTdTTPr % htw 

f*K+ ¥T SIT 1 ! TTTT Wk wMdTPT dE *CTTT 64 % WITH 

STf^dHT ErEnr | *nff d( tfr EldFFt dTd TT° 

— ™~ — _ S i 

(ii) fa iR/?FH RTT WTTtHTTT 

d>, ERT% FT F 4dd TH W^TT 

fdHT HTT «TT , dWt tfk STOW 

WTElHTTT: dd /THTTt 

dlk WW WTfdHdTdT dd / T 

/ ErEm srfcrfHfsr 

dF STdT fdHT $ I 

(iii) fw 3drr ms Jr wrkr 

aKT (^RT HTdTTFT SRT 

TPTtEh vt wf sRr ?TTiT TWH 
I) HRT HTdTTH % rj"RT 
i(ks <Ft TtEHJTT dH fadT t I 
TFHTfdT •FT TTrEft FT% 

fe % gnT-faErEr *r fl'wrtrr 

Erfks forr | irk / dd 

tfrt dr mE-r ir 

dWTER STTT WTdEFT f'FTT W 
WTfaHTR % KTFT % RTH 7T 
4 TIff dFT'FT dTFTT TFTTTFT k M I ir I 

(iv) 'tTh rT'T'T TtT ¥H 

ik / fHTT TpftTPT 5TH, TH- 
*Hft tlk fWWH ir TTH | I 
#/gJ T 'fTHT f. / 'FTTT # 

far Jjk / '4WT afTH^'T 'THj 
V !T5H if / 'I'TH % 

yj TTjk f^fFRH *r if wnw- 
Ettt wtfirHrnr % dtr % fwh 
qr 'Tsft tfjw frwT sth; i 

tfE 5 !! wnr 19 dir / Tr 

^7 ftFT I 
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7- WTdddT (dif) dT 

'3^T^ 



sTTEr^d 

irks 

(?htsr) 7 - 

— 

wEldHf(dft) 

irt 



?f=TT«T fdT(T HTtr 

1 

rTdT ir, 





fdHddT, 




dddErd 

Tt TTi^dff ifTdi, 

«FTS 

dif^TT 1 , 


d¥T 28 


irks wfuErw, 1970 


HITT 5 5 dir '3’T-HTTT ( 1 ) % "T 

t(ijH trrrkiFT % ^ «rit TdrraH 
ife; i( rtdk7rf%TT 'vtir % 
faw 5TT«THT i 

(fddH 64 Witt) 

1. 'JTT fddTW, WTdddTT t/?H TTf^SITT WH' , , 

^T IdT dftT TTEfdi'TT dHdT ^/’dPlT | fV:— 

Err^ i (i) ijR/jrw, i k/?wk 

^ft|T 

2- T*TH 3fSr Tp!W HHTFT WTfdHTR % fan TTo — 

WT 'J'T^T dTT<3T fwrr crTfrn wk srfdddTTF 

|, ErRjrr 1 TT ^tlR dT WHT Epr 

rr» 

TTTT'd — — dFJdTT fdidT 

3 . grrdcT 'rriddrfrrdi nr htt >tt i 
» ifkr Erfuir i 

(ii). wnd r«n 

4. WTdddl/WTte’f 3TTTT '•$&£ 2 

tt dTfijyrr kn wFwdRrf ^r ^r FdFrwd arr:r 

snrr tthtstt Ever stto i wEr Efttw wk firtV srt 

: ir/Ew'srdr 

anr wq% 

Tnrr<!r % fdETiHd/WTkr 
jttt ttItt rr^cr dR Eh 

ddT 1 1 

T i/dd Er?dFf dTFTT j/dTkr f 
fdf fad?r>F WT^UT ttPh *T. 
tdT 'Jdff wfwfTdd kH, 
JTdd WTEhTR % fadT udd 
'kre: dir th dsrdTdftr ^ 

f-dd Tddd ilka dd 4 1 9/1 1 I 

4 1 i i !d TlTd 1 9 — dl/ 

^ — %- fkr i 

rrTdT'dT 4 — 

d'r ttf! d^r rrjdr, dir ddd ^rfanr i 

TTHT 29 krFd TTfsrfHPT, 197 0 

dSRr-dTd tkd®fr dfijn. ?JKT 5 7 =T TTSTH TTd % Rpr 

tTHTd dT 9'j u i fdfdddl T 

rkrtTH % Eft, wikd 

(fddd 65( i) dFdrF: ) 
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1. wramr nT if/jrn 1 

m 'jtr am, Terr nk a air anrnsr nfa 3 if 

TTp^mir PrPiq 1 miff if aPm — — an 

if tffe #0 

2. nann fy sn^nn nr nTtm 

■jr Wmr m rPrfrtm »fr Urn snifan % 2 if 

'ti r.1 1 ^ I awN 'I imT iff > Jl I Jl 6 Al ?;q T 

il^f t 1 

a. rnm in' itt fana: fimn 

$fwn 1 flf/jper inn mm jr/TTff f 

fir snw km % Trfirn'R 
4, w kr iff mrc at Inn % fair nr wf>m.->-i % 

nfa km , H’i ^91 mirt Pnp mann ir ?mw irP£ 
f+m j hi <£ 1 mil’ll 5) nfiaTr nrft it 1* 

s. miny (f ) nr km- w niftsm y yra % Pro ift/^nrr 
srm (kmErrfoff) nT mm fam aw $: — 

nfn smmr/'tf -mttt — - — - — ■ - — — -- 

nrer ir manikin % 

at mfnsm km *rfn- %/%$ itw mrar jr/mrrr 

iwf im senwr fyer Jr fir wif mfna am nfr ns 
amf 1 ! ^ k/? pnt »r, nrnmTt ntr 

fwra if rim | 1 
vrrar if npftrr y fm* kr/sim 
nar PrwrPrPsn f : — 

attPi «w 1 9 %/ 

iff % — fin 1 

ijrarsn : 5 — 

rim if, 

km fnnary 
km y m fan 

nt nnj n$r ^krr, nir yro ntfnn 

famn :-nfa fafnin ’jfirr fr nm rft 
iff WTmrtn ^q ^ nTun qfa ^jia fjtnf 1 

r^ftr^n , , 30 . 00 no 

Ttfryfa % 'nma 60 . 00 To 

jj5rfyn% inninr . 100.001° 

nmr 30 Tara: wfafann, 1970 

qkr so To tfifran % Pan unr 57 if nntn 

nrPr mann % nfa fnTttr 
iff gmT 

(fnnn 65(3) nPsrr) 

(if nfirnf if krTnm ) 

1. ya TR, TAT tftTTTp$ynT if 1 i|# 

Mur^r 1 n m 9 it to — 0 

wtnn y srrann m, stkt 

2. statto; fir mam nT 5 7 % nafn , fnRfnPm mw 

fnfnfirr m nufiEn w ir frfm imi <ff 'rn^am 

1 1 gnni im j 1 in % 


[Part IT — 

3. fifnft wr nr aiftr- 

yn ifira: nfwrrf am 

^TTW 7 fim; nrrf 1 mfij <rm 19 — — — n/ 

*rt ■ "fr 

fan 1 
im if, 

iibn: fnnffw 

imn irratrrn 

nr nr^ mff ?jm , nir mr rffffpr 1 

rmn 31 itibn trftrfnnn, 1970 

iffn Tra fimw ifirrr 1 am eo ir irtffn % mi- 

n#n ir fnrr mnan 

(fann 68 if^n) 

1. mnanr m mtanf m Sf/^n 1 

y.i nm, tot ^fftTrfs;- -— yf nnarr in^a: 

nm fnP«Tf 1 ifo — i; rmn- 

nrin % fan fnwfr % niiur 

2. front i^nrffir Prf%n % fmr rp^jm wnan nmn 

tw iflm in >ff 1 g imr | 1 

3. nmnr nr nriwt am 

nr nfn nrimr nmr n nfTffnfnnf, fnn% mm - ■ 

n tnjqfpfcr | / | rft — % / ifr — 

srrfcryn nfiwidf ir 

sm fmr mrf 1 Pm nr nr ir ■ji 2 - — 

no Htftii'm iffn if aftn 
I nr, Pirn mrr i — 

mRW rnn 19 — -%/ 

% — % 

(sjmwr ) 3 — 

im if, 

firnamr, 
rnntrm 1 

nf nr 1 ]; nff 5m , nir mn afrfaro; 1 
fmFft : — nfPr: — 

(it) WTinofr arm . so. 00 T° 

(=n 1 nrnsnn qnwPrPmr 

nfm , . . iso. 00 to 

mm 3 2 nfFrPmn, 1970 

, nfn 50 to % jrcnmm ir fnn srn <10 

ir nn'fr 5 ' srrnnn n rrPr fnfrj 

*5T 'l l 

(Pmn 69 nParr ) 

( Pwm nP nr nffmf % nrn 
nr srfnnf if 'nit mn ) 

1. nm, 'mrnfTTrP^- if / ^r 1 — - — 

im P -iPao, 1 — — 
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A toktrAr A Fro: m 4 ro 
% srU fartET AT ^r-n faro- 
ErEm iTRUfT 4 TOT g (44 

£) 


ErTto toitor (I) 

wm 4 mAra A Em; rprr / gRRT 

TOT fqi-oEifisa ?T "■ — 


rfifpJ TOR 1 9 

A- / * % fro 

(fRrrtsrc) 2 

4 RT 4 , 

4Ar ' Error , 

TiR *Mn Mq I 
'jft ri mi gim r4 rto AT Ei ' >; i 

5TTOT 33 TOR wEtEtTO, 1970 

ARr 5 0 7 TO tJTTT 6 3 A TOTTR AtR TT WTO4RT 

rrtt % h o; y wtot AT titott 

i. (grr) tor, TOi 4 / gR 1 

Air rrf^TiRT ErfAR i 

U*?4T —— — — ■ — — 

totR? 3ft 

AT tojto frro rto RRg- 
itrr «tto1to tocr AT jttottot 
RRTO g (WK ) 4 / gRTOfTO 
‘TTRl g (TORT *) fA MWO-'ld 
44r % ^fn^f'erar A Etr to 
TrEi 4 g<. u i % Em i q i ,i q A 

tttoit rrroigt irRto £ i 
Hg tototot *1771 A 47 / gRtA 
ww fnRErfiro | : — 


4/gR RTfro [ t''<tn 1 g ( g) 

Er w 4 rfro rto 417 to'S 

44 / ^rtA toEvr sh, tor- 

nfr ATr Ertor % totrr 

RgT £ 1 

4to / gmTO rrr 4 mAEr 

2. ArRara 5RT in Rfa to tot fTORErfiro £:- 

toretto Rimr 4 to^r- — 

ErEt | / £ 4r toEttot — 

4ffR ttIrtott im grom to4Aj m 1 9 A / 

2 fT 7 Eg j| 1 4 IT t AT — — — A fd'l 

(gTOraR) 2— - 

4to 4, 

44r Error , 

ATr nR-fro 1 

At to*] Rgf gftrr, to m AtfYrrr 1 


2 . fAAtaT ruttor to toEt- 

ITO AEs srlRTOrf gRT 
gTOTCR fsfTir TORR I 


TOR 3 4 TOR ?rf4fTOTR, 19 7 0 

Art 50 wt A torEr At n^irnTT tt 4 

4 Em; ?mr 0 3 4 wetr 
N’!tet At ttrrt 
(ErtT 71 ( 3 ) 5f^xr) 

( 4r srRAt 4 4AT umr ) 

1. ’JTT9TIT, TRT Tft7 7 JE 5 - 4/gi? gin- 

7'7TT fl-J I^jTT I 

09 'la 1 1 1 9 2 r £ ttwt — — — 

% irnrq4|' AT TR*rmT ATfuKla' 
AT ip-iTT fARfAfer 9 trAt 
4 TdT g / 44 ^ 1 — 


HT7R 4 m4Er A Irt 4rr/girm 

Mrll fHHl4Rio ^ : — 


2 . fATTtfr 9«fwn: r 5rrf4- ttitt^ hr 1 9 

Atr: «rf*nRrfBKT A / AT A Er 

gRTWT fAq I3TTR | (gTTTTWT:) 2 

4rt 4, 

4d'i RAsti , 

4cr wtEr i 


4T ETTiT *T^T gTTlI ., 1^4 'T id AT f ^l 0 l 
4^71 WfETfim, 1970 

ht<t 68 A Hr#T4§7Af A 7fA^7 4 


H7FT 3 5 

A4r-m ErAT 4Ejtt i 

1. IJ7T 7TR, TTfr vAR 7tE5' 

fAErr i 

2 . 57 d 1 9 n AT 'A T 1 E R 7 TA 
TSTTIR v3 ' doA f'TRTd'T 
^ TTifm 57rr^T i 

3. wm% At HT TTTfu- 

4%rt irf'iTwf sttt 
gRTRR fAcr RTTrt I 


iTOTTwr A TfA^^TR A Er wtA^t 

(fAnr 7 3 AfAri) 

4 /gR i 4 AAT Ao* 

mfra AT «ojrtt — 

farm 4tisirrfT I* 

if- 

fwi 4 itrtAit fA^TTiT uATtt 4T4 
fAn irt 4$At A tIArt 4 
i.' j I A 14 i-l Iniqan 
*R7TT f / ifRA |: — 7TR7T 4 2 
9 t4Et A Et^ 4t r / g*TRT 
TOT fAfAmETO f. : — 


frrfrer «Tsr 19 A/At 

A fTO 

(gTOT4R) 3 

4tt 4, 

4Ar Error, 

Atr wifm 1 


*itE wAto o;r 4 wfar tor At srrro gr At totAT 
4^ 4fc w7it rofiro EEtrto spro , R i jfAT 4 Ar'JtnfT 
■qrfg3T> At to tor A tor 4m AT tor i 

fd"i T '7i — Am 

RT 9 d r d AT TOTOT 2 5 7 o 

tort wfAEro 94 r A Etr 10 io 



222 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 20, 1973/PAUSA 30, 1894 


5TOT 36 02r irfsEm, 1970 

'far — -TTC OPRt Or Tf^rzx Jr HT 

wtfvnp et+rr % nnr *0 

afOrfe Or farr *n^5P, tjTTT 

69 ( 1 ) Or TTcfR 

(Em 74 ( l) (V) OEm) 

.1. grr m, - 1 — 

'tt'di. r<i r<4 i i , i — — — — — 

'TcT^jm TRcTT J | 

f+ wr iRi / gmt. m fap'r 

Or 'T-ntt * if A '4 n^n — 

■j. 3 ? t / wrfirarff +rT Or m 1 — 

(Or) 41*1 m3 6 7 TUT (l%) — Yt TPJPtT Hf.TTT TO 

pVEtO fOEr / Ef| 0£r 
* nj<m Eftt rrar *rr*fA 
rt 'tra rt vx T+rfapr 
THTTT / T>*E t 1 

3- hwE+tk WTurflTfaiT i ar Ew+rT 3 

*"3'X ! * (at vrEr*: (Wptt) 
% pt Jr srfw «fEjf i 

4 . ijfft mm vt fafOr- *r / <p rt httr *rt*r <pt tt^t 

feqf m+Nr «3 t 3*r% Or tTTKTT 

fTsmTT +t +rt tt 4 ttctt j (trO |) hOt 

|it TTf srfwn +tp EraOr *r^o Jf E/^>r ttrr 

jtr ErErfOsp tE Eh a^r s — ■ - 

%HT wr TT+T f*RT W VT 

Er^; ffar mrr <0 i r?Wt ’trrjamrf'Jnr afn nfer 

TrOfOcT TTcTT g (+Rft | ) 

5. «Pt JTfrfw f<T- 

Efrr | wrt 0 itNEr Or fOro Err / ^+rta 

9ii El m T< i (•a i ^ :— 


"IT 0 J 4 Ml 4 ~ — — — 1 9 O/OT 

^ 

6. *T(^W (03 ) Tl RTf'ERFI' ?*TMT 6 — 

MfiT+rnf TTTT 
5WT4R fvn 4*0^ i 

•T^T 0, 

Opr f-i9cn,- 

OdR + 14 614 I 

fjrqrjfr ; iffa MT+TP ITT 0 wfET+ OprO Or SfTO 0 

I ^r+0 twit rrqr <rOfisr;f ErErfeO w*ro ?r^- 

^fr 0 ^ 7TT *or:^ t sfr w 5TF-T % *TTO OlTOT f>0 

'Tlf^E I 

#1T: — 

q;irOi:R % finw 0 . ■ . 2 5,oo^° 

(rEifw 1 ! 


•[Part II — 

37 T^r wfillwr, 1970 

* 

'EPr — rra fe'TT ?farT i uro 6 9 ( i ) % 'rralT v 

tEr^t Jr in q^rPrr 

TT TROTT ?*?k wtErt % fp 

Tr % TEirfOrrro % ErE 
*nwr i 

(Et'tt 7 4(i)(w) ^EaO) 

1. jrr tpt, Trn ^ ttI^- S/^r i — r — .. — — 

+ii ExEfff i — 

n'TORT MATT ctRifr j f) 

Ep Ott/ 5*nrr tft T 

TpH‘W4 Jr 5RJ’r'/4m3Tf r r/?pq' 1 'Tr % 

51TOTT tR OE? Jr fer Tl 5"P5TT 

^rf'RT % STTITR TT TPuTar: afR 

2. T*r siiEm +t tw stU; fTn ^wr i *pr s-tItt 

ttt ? fsrarn TiR ptt- =frO EErf^ |: — 

im {Vpt iptt m i t/^T • — 

3 . htcEptc vr pw fOEri i — ffr wafxrr 2 — 

4. Otfr 5Wii^ ^0 EfwE?' — % Opr nwr — 

nt, mfra tfA ^n*P ir Emm n.n 3 — 

TCTwrf Tr gsEw h;rt — — \ 

gO nf TfuTT 4?Ta- 

^0^ Wnfej «fR (V n?r Or ar str tt 4 % tt (Or) 

Enn mn Tm f«pn a *n fEr t;t w trix 

fet fE-ar aai % i ^ (nr^ |) I 

5. <T5i03r TT ETfrEcr tftT Era% WcT 0 0 / 

»Er ^nrrnrifoTT nfn nf^n, 
‘rrtEnr <pttt g (vtO |) i 
'jtttt Jf mEEr OrfOrO Orr/^rro 
wr ErorErfiara — 


mTE5 — Or j Or — — 

tp for 


6. {>(0) rn bEt- (^ttwr) 6 — 

ipr Opr ^fwit 5TO Ott 0, 

^msn: Etr ^0 i O^r fOOsap, 

O^R +14 El a I 

fjn^Tr : — tEt ^nTOsn (T47 IT *rfij+ OPRI Or ?TT Jf ^ El 34+1 
EwiiO T4T ’fPT ttOEtp HfOrferr 5T7TJT aaj^pfr n ?! n+raT 
\ 7ft t;tt art Or nrar pw»t Kr+r ^rf?0 1 

qtrn 

n+ Opr rO jit 2 5 naO+ 

mfif'i.+ri Opr Or IttO' lo rtO i 

tiT m ([Ett, 3% +rrp t'OttO i 


. 10.1)0 *« 
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mm :rs fere AApth, 1970 

Ae — tk fere Aw 1 tttt 69(2) % Afe fere zrr 

fei % ^ I-, ^7 

■ini feef % tEhst it 
tEi t/t ar j . y i ’ ttH % ' m 2 4 -4 *4 

ar tt maae 

[ffen 74 (2) Aw] 


1 - HR, hht tfk vft?- t/spr 1 - 

HHi fi# 1 


2 . AiR^ftT E% 3fA Hlfe 
fefeA 1 >T HR, th- 
At TtE^HH Erfurt 1 
3- 5 A HTHTTH A fsrfw- 
A HTTfeT, 7H% WTO 

% hr A §% At h?' 
Atrt cA gif E E% 
At afe A Eh WR 
Era Ear *ttt ft, Efa - 
^e A Erf 1 

4. areAe A tAh fa-fir® 1 

5 . nAan ( f) rrr infer • 
sh ferr AAraf (A) 

3T7T pRTOTT Ea 7T% I 


h.hhjtti nAan httht ^ (arfe 

t) ft? (%) 

HR 2 fefef % <p(|WT Jr fee 

itt fefef % Ah % i^arr % 
tt If, fjHfTT feEr A 3 Air- 
fare ft 1 tEr^eth Eh arA 1 

fee 3<>t 

Er% $/tr feretfet S 

— “ 'At Ert art TTT 

— * l 

Hf/l 3 — 

% tththth Harr fee 77 77% 
vAt ar/% 3 +tk |f / 

£ At 77% 7HH if <f / ?R 

?hA uttErt Ah 

Am 4 A 

Tfeffe arm |/arfe 1 1 
htth Jr hAEt % Err THarr/THin 
qrrr ErferEra | : — 


httAt hr 1 9— — %/A— 
% — _ ffe 


(jfhhtt) s 

At if, 

fere fferaar, 
fere thiEr 1 


1. 'JTT HIT, TTT At TtEj- 
'tTHT t hEA I 

2 . Erf RffeH i'T tEjt^V- 

1774 HTHT t 7 H 77 TTT, 
77, At hE^ITHT Mm I 

3 . JJlffeHTT 17 HR 1 iflW I 

4 . fer awrfer A Erfa- 
Eerf thA fefrar At 
hft% TStTairfe A hhA 

At rt hErt arfe 
far Eh h% an A 
Eh rranr fna Ett 
ttt pt, fAeffer AEA i 

5 . wt%t A srAH Wp i 

6 - TiTO> (A) m sttEj- 
17 fee AAfA a rrr 
H-TRitEt Eh 4 1 9 I 


if/HH 1 


RH^STTT RaHl PH f % j irA 
| E 2 +t/% hth fe^ ir srsth 
TT H|A 7 TT TR El' 4 HT % 
MRJTT TT %T % ^■PaTT arffejA 

% <p h if, fiR*T Afer Ah 
E fifiw fefer % Tftmr if 
tEtt^Ht'T Eht iru? fee: A 

| — . — Ertht tth 

3 % At Erfer Jf/fH 

qrretr A 1 1 

T^/% 4 — ■ — % hthtt 7T 

thh fere if %r % spfETT % 

At 77 % HfH if f/?TH ?hA 
thtEh tFh nffer nm 5 

%T 7 t%EH "fTTHi 

iH t* 1 1 

'TTTTrT if mEr % fpq 7Harr/7H4'T 

E+tEtEh THT ^ :— — 


htAh wr 1 9 %/A 

%~— — Eh i 


(prarr) 6 ' 

if, 


?2re E Apr, 
fee- anAHH i 


tAa anferr rpr % AArr fee A hwt Ai ^fr 7 hA hwt 
At ’Em AfAr fafwffert >jmrr h^tt if A htA ttEt, A 
TTT 7T7 % TT4 77 f 7 A TFT I 


tfe? ttAth ftt % Atrar fefef % f%% A A ttA' fen traf 
HTTfefftTH fiftifSaA nar ’jhh hhtjA if AA 7rf?r% A th jht 
% HT7 HTT-T A I 

ffere — . 

A 717 hA A^r- 177 Affe I 

Att^ ■ hit fee A ttttrt^25 tth 

sfear AtErt fee % ffe — io afe 

5RFT 39 fere Anffee, 1970 

Ah — rtt ffere af%%' i stttt G9 ( 2) % Afe feef % 

tiAtt if Air, tt^Hirt 177771 
% wjtt tt feEe % ffe 
HTJar^A m TTrTjTrTir tt 77" 
a M E h sttt HRaH 
[Eftr- 74(2)(tt) %fipr] 


A h 17 hA Aht, hit AEt% 1 

Arr-nar fern A hwh 25 tth 

7 Ah srftrfTW ^7T7 % ffer 14) Tfe 
BHT 40 fere AAfeTH, 1970 

Ae-Tie fere Arff% i fee % t htEith ht tthth ere% 

tAt E"A 77- hrtttr A Att- 
gHHi A fefef % tEtttt if 
Arte % fffe htwt i 
(fwr 34 ( 3 ) %EA) 1 

if/jR 1 fere TTo ■ 

HiTE A hurt 

rh TrfTrrrffer ArfAr h«tt 

tjrt tthtAt TRam % Ft 3 


1 , amfer A ^$E ht 
h4h hiAw nfe WH% 
TSTanrf ht hth, tht At 
T rffeHflT htE jh fAfe% 1 
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|4 4 l '4 TflrFnT 471 ^ 1 1 
^TPT, 'HI I 5Tp TTp^'tidl 

Prfat i 


TrTfm »tTT^n j/'-PU | tlr 
4 /^t fttR ■pw g/qvPr 
| fir ^tt# wfEr^^HTT qfPif 
£ TpJTPJT t Tpm SR THf I 


3 . 'trmfn/wTtTsif r Tifa- 2 . — — 

Frr sfwrf dm — 

fTHATniT ftiT Tt 4 I diT)** XHT 1 9 • — %/sff 

— .. — . — %• — ■ fr;r 

(pTm) 3 

ifTT if, 

H fPi P M W ^ , 
ms STRpFT I 


par's — 

'Hit STF| 4^1 fffTT, Tlif 47TS stftt I 

* hi T '\' , - r r 1 . Sit H i«|fl — 2 5 T?rt 

'trf>rfY^ ?r t2ts * fat xo *Tt 
wx 4i ms ’srfferErirxT, 1970 

<ffa 5 srxt 'IS'Sl % tP'iTi'C t tt<t , Trfc^sTiTr 

TrTT qT TFffa T fat TTT ip 
'Hp<Hd % fat 5TT*fal 

[Pm 78 (l) tfat] 

1. gST TlTT, TTT tfa TTp^- stR to - — TTo — — 

VTT fafati % -mt if t/fm 1 


<1 I'I'Ut *T *.q t ^ ^ q.Tt 

$ fa 1 

— • — tft, Twr far 

2. "TfarsT if 4 p Sifa % ditfa t 1 Ext 

Ext, m, 'FTT'rftT prnffFT m) 3ft inff tfasf £ sfamc 

^ fat mr fafat i t $, Tnst srr swn: 'rffaffar 

srs fm 3nt J — .--. 


nrffa wtt 19 %/sff 

*- — ■ tr — —far 

(ifttot) 3 — — - 

itsr Jr, 

PTtsrsr, 
ttss TOpR I 
tt ~i Fj[ Trjl vftm , it tk TT Eq j 3 | 


3. srFfar srfa sfa ®qfsr/ 
Hnrfwrql tt TnfaiR t2s 

?H fa nf dl <1 TWISTS 

fat Tint I 


WT 4 2 tfe mftrPm, 197 0 

tfa i o mt msf % sfassT if TPffTT fa Pit 

nfa TT fat 3 fa fa S fa 

fat mfar i 

[Pm 78(3)%Plt] 

1 1 Yl" 4 o — — — — — — rff O 

^ FFTp if 

1. ^71 FTT, TdT WfC F%- SF/4' 1 — — ■ 

TTT 1 


<FFfSPT PFi^l TFTT f 1 T77t 

g Op ?rr*fr?r P fm PFTPrifsT 
arffTpOfT % TfaTZT if 5lfF^ 
p,i|T 3n^ I 

2 . TFiffr ^ Ppt fTT ^rPr- 2 

fFR ITT fppap I — ■ - ■ — — 


ttPw wnr i a %/^f 

%. f^Fr 


3. TTTiprT !PT^^% wmqr (jlfTTMT) 3 

T 1 mflTSlA WpffTTTf im if, 

IT7T pFTPTTT fYq' Tit I , fez ffpfTT, 


"PiqfTq i 


3ff FFT fflTT, Tir iXnT ifffTO I 


!TFT 4 3 SrffjpRTT , 19 7 0 

#C10()TT^ am 84, 96 Tt 97 f ^'cfpT 

mp4 1 4 tftttPt if Prcf mi^.T i 
(Pm so tPrf) 

l. ^tt m, ttt ’tffr ttEt t/fnr 1 

347TT Prf«Fr I FT51K1 ipTS 4T3TT- TT 

— — % unfpr mft- 
4i4 ^^TrpT y 1 G % 

Pnf pFTPrPm mTrrrf f tt 
wtlFT »RBT g:— 

ip/?raff: %T trk 37TT TpRT 
rT>.tf % irntr if 44dl^4f 
FTW fTFnFt srffPTt TIFT 
TTTTTTT g I — 

1, — 


2 . mi4w (*Pf ) dm qT t/grr tFm ! fttt g 

Tit mrtm vimr fr sfj- Ph Trrif =ff«iT «nt 

'tP’W g fft nrffr^TT irt/f jtr xpffriq sir, TFRrrff tfr 

irtR TTftfRTf ira Piwrt if Tiff | | 
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fYx xto i xtix if Tftfi'T X firx nxr/^»rrxr 
in fxTxFxfarT <f : — _ 


xpEst Tmr l » %/# 

% fax 


(7*WT) 

XXT if , 

TTP fxTRTX 


qiir xxxt'ttt 


7TT 'TFT X7X 7TXT, TT% XR ^ftFsnt I 


ETxr «rf>rl%!TTT 1970 

sttti so % TraYr XrYt xtxp 
jttt 'ffrs: X 'tptxx % 

Trrtxx 

(fvpjTT SO TtEsrr) 

XrYt xtxp: 'v-wapr rr Xw 

XT XMX TrftTXTT Xt 

V 0 31 Rl X?R X t p 3 TXX X 

Rfn f.i ix [4 IXix irryT it if 

fxroxx x Trrxtx % Fi ,t vt%~ 
XX XTXt £ : 


tTTXjXf X XXXX if XRTTXxV XT'FT 
XT srfrPTt txX XTX XR>X 

t:- 


XrYt XTXTX FfTforT XtXT if fx 
TXif xfax ?rxq- *f|T xxx 
XTfxx , jrtx xftxtO' «3 t 

OpTR X xff X I XRX 
if XTXf"T X f*M 1 *, MO I El T-0 f~1 f*S 7 T 
s- ■ _ 

n • 


XT-Ag 5TTX 19 %/xT 

X — fax 

(iTxrrsn:) 

Ext fr , 

rr fxxxx , 

E?r xtttTft 1 


y 'fm 1 5 
XtR HO *tE 


RR TrftrfxXTT 1970 

xm mm x xffrx EEr X srfx- 

XT? 1 '0 X fax XTEXX I 


1. ■MMdX(xf) XT fTT 
xtx, xrr 77%- 
xxTf^fifTr 1 


2 . xtExx x fox xE 
ttx x X x^x Ext tt 
XX fxXT X7XT }■ xfrt 

t msrrr farm xtExx 
faxT OM! ^ fafar 7 I 


:). TTTX'rx(XT) SHT XT 

xfa snxfax vrrxT E 


(fxXX 80 ^fax) 

if /fox 1 — 

itxtjpt E 2 r wwr % 

xfxxxxx % Rtf fxxxfafax 

XI TXT E wtExx xxtt j \/ 

Mi <o f , — — — 

■pi nrrExx % xxxx if xxrmfT 
XT5X TT"fT TXXf 9'fXXl XX 

X xr«r *fa«r # : — 

1. 

2. 

.1. 

xtt'x if xnffa x Ext iprfoxRT 

txt fxrxfafax fjf :- 


xxqfNx %jf, . xT xrfTj- — 

xx iff??: TTfwnf — 

jpt ^rxerrerx fxo xmt 

xrfw XT3T19 fc/xf 

X — — ■' ■ — ■ fxT 

( FpXTOTT ) '* 

iT?r if, 

32 'j Exfijrx, 
xnrfxx 1 


Tfr XTX Xlff ?TXT XR ’FfFxrr | 


XK-'T 16 ^r?R *rErFxXX 19 70 

xTx iftxsojxr? htr 92 93(5) % xtfET 

xr^n X xffr fXArr XF i 
(fxxx 8 2 *flT 87(2) ^FflTT) 
(?xXf XT Hfxxf fxfrtr X 
X xrex xf^r TrTarx Xt xtx) 

i- g;Ti xix xxt xYr if/gx 1 

ttR^xxt fxffjTT | • . 

nX^STTI ; 

(x) xrt 92 X wxfx xFxxrX 
wxjTx Xf EtjFV Stxtj- X 

XRtXX XT XI> 

X XfXXXTW 

(x) fxxx 03(5) $ mix txr 

XI xtxx xx- 

xEx X fxXXTXT xk nrxf XT 
jxTetx ■ X xrxnx X 
xxx farm x"T ^xxr ^xr 
j/xx $ 1 x? ^xxr xx X 
fxTxWXx xmr :— 


33 G of I- -9. 
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flr/j^r mrTjtTT kfmmi aaar 
4/aa4 f fa as4 aPm ms 
sta artf 44/im4 aprfam srs, 
aTSarat, nta fSTSTT 4 H ft 

£ | 

C?. 1 

'Trftw 19 %/at-- 

(imrwa)^ 

4m 4, 

Paraa, 

42r armas 

4t Hnj p!F ?>TT r?4 aiR ftfmr I 


ITn 44 SlfTTH" THT, JTHsJat 
sta fawra % vtmra wy 1 1 
4 / pr hpUt amr | / am # 
fa : ?PT aftm % wtfrr its - / 

?4, sar — - — — *4 «s- 

rh yi4 sr4t s^jiTt % 

Ur, ns futra a tnitoor mr 
aa ^ 1 

1 1 0 Af S I j| 1 9 % /at 

— % Eh 

(imrera) — 

4rt 4, 

fossa, 

Trr amf-is i 

aft arrn m/f irar m an? 4tfnri i 


2. fsrttft HsaraT nr 
HTfirar 4 ?r sfsanl 

3TRT pTRTfaTT faTT 
3TPT I 


natqr 47 42r: sfqf?m\ 1970 

tS4t2 5?t4 hut s 8 ( 2 ) % sifts serf's a 

fmRTSt at as aa4 4 fs? 
st^pt 1 


t. ^TT 'TTfl, HcTT 4 Vt 
aifvf+TT Erf4n7 1 

2 . sif4"TT p T4i an - - 11*1 
fsEari 1 

3 . ElRRarat ar <jaT tut, 

sta mr [irfasi 1 

4 . sttsTt 4t s4st 
aa4 st 4 Rtfas ar 
4tr sm, ttt <ta 
iTf^rir fsfarr 1 


(fam m 3 4fas) 

(Taams 4 Namr s%r ?t 
srEm^ 4 hat am) 

4 /'pi 1 stwr aaar g/ 

aait f fa :— 

(i) tiR 4 o ?mPNar 

ar 3 *jit/t?4 na 

wrfmsna 4 fas fam 

ittt st 1 

(ii) HRT M6 % sift? at 

f44?ra 4 wt4tt par aar 

44r ' trfiM.fi a4 S/prEmt 

swt 4 TOffaa aa fair 
sar 4 1 w<f 4 T^rfas hrst 
irt |; 

44/ pi4 sar $ shN 

sit 1 i4 nar hrsPt 

•ft 4 % fail ttt 

aft srrifaT a4 % ; 

— — — —4 aa4 1 pt4 

thh 4hh? 4 tt4m hh/sUt 
ara 4 Ft", HT^ar at ^ ; 

(iii) 4/pr 4t? aaa — — 

a h ji Pa 4 faaRHat tt Tnft 
?44 4 saa4 4 ; 

(iv) f4a afrfpafmn 4 

WT^PT fans iPTT 4 VI Y sij- 

sTa % f4mua 4t ^s / ft4 
vatanf 4. *chT sth famOT 
4 aaaf4rr fan; ittt 4; 

(v) th 4 afsa afra xa 4 ara 
fwinr 4 39^14? w sta 


aan 48 


44r: sfmam, j 9 7 0 


aftTr'inara tnaT 88(4) % s 44 r 

sTfa'ana rt rrs- aiT4 4 W 4 
I 


(fmra mi 4fen) 

(at af44f 4 fPtT an?) 


1 . STaaa; ar ?Fr, htt 4/fTs 1 ttFrajm 

*f!a aiT^+di Urlw 1 2 4 Tfaftm 

2 . ’HifYara an nTR E-tfana 1 stfavara % fanr — -4r 


s^aar 44r? 4airr — % 

Hifava.K Ta arm arr4 4 %r 
st4?t anm f / a:a4 4 4f nm 
8fi % shN ''sErara a4 sa- 
sfm’' sett 4 'jistfaa 

fanTT IPS 4 113 HTTT 8 7 % 
stfta "vrEtara a4 sasEa” 
jp-Tt 4 'jRnfaar fam arm 

swr mr 4 1 

44/m4 Hm 8 8 3,4 aaHm 

( 1 ) 4 safta itE^HTA 4 

ssa4sr aft 4 ar 

3. hk^st a4 ar fmsa: 3 — — aft famjaf at an 

a4 art ’.'a 4t arat® - anar 4 fa 0 faamr a4 anaaa 
fafim 1 fam 4 1 

m sr^aa aft a» - 4 % famfsPaa 
araa 4 :- 


n / •:? mr^Rt atfaa aam >; / 
an4 4 fa 3?ra ataa aaa ntr 
ait 44 satsn s ih, arpranat 
vfra fmam 4 sit 4 1 4rr / 
mrfT Tr4m 4 far jjs] / 
l4 rsar r Tt T a a sifiaara sa, 
t^R-Hrft % sts aara/fama 
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5TTT fAfATipr tf7 

'I' AA T7, "! T : f 4 

rr £r ^rtr 

(Af qTRT fAEoTP Stf RtfA I 

4. 3T!^T(t) *TT JUfApt '*TRn A rATit % EfT An / 
Afe EAp At STTT ?FfTT- z*rm CRT rAwrfsfgtr f :- 

DfrtT ^rrrr I 

?[T #5 *TT 3 f i 9 %/At 

% farf 

(ifOTCTT ) 4 

A^T it, 

AEs fAAa"F, 

AtR «snrt?r<T i 

At ptr qff Arm ^A wjz ATEr i 
5T?1T 4 9 %\Mzm, 1970 

AEr no wt ;jttt 93 ( 5 ! k wAEr 

A fArojAr AVr writ A 'I'Tft- 
w’i % Err wtAr 
( im 9 3 <Err) 

(snAt At nfinrr *rm At At 
JTrPff tfltR 5T0JT5T At ^THf) 

1 . i jrr qT*r, Tfrr EE: A/sq/ — 

TTi^W ErElO I 

RRSTR tfiro tTRT g/trEt t 
f=F - 

(i) A/'tR *P TR E 

At qSsr A' — • — % 

STHEt fRjTfG TTJ T^f J \j 
Tf % ; 

(ii) fAA^F 3TT7T *R- 

?ffA tft% *rr?5T ^tAt 

sRr At <rf An 

(iii) fFT fA<7 qTT Err-t 
EE HR, WT7W if '(RTTTEr 

E faRfvrfe ■PR'TT A, ItftRT 
5 ' 4 t Tens: £; WEf — 


(iv) Em% qifT^w %/%w 
if 1 ! WtErPR fit STfa '3b\*i 
'■trEf A Eraur qrr *RRt/ 
*r,7 *T«Er 1 A/ipr T^rErir 
fm 5 /qrE r S 

, qr d '♦'T f^R'-eRT A * um"f 

Ar RREWTr ttEEr faqr 

CiflTT | 


2. WT%qAt UTTr JfT qTfE?R A / Jf<T rf^TSTTf Af'TRT qTTTTT jt / 
srfA'wrf aro "pEt jt A ^At qrfafr for 
grafter fen qrnr 1 EE: -*rrA At / ^mt sAffnr 

fi r, qfRfrrfr Err % 

wijqrt fryf S 1 

rfrtt's qra 1 9 %/Ar 

%, ftp 

2 — (tJRTSR) 

Arr A 

"ttR Enrsqr, 
qqqfspT 1 

At rpi gicfr Ar pts Af^r 1 

5PF7 50 ffftrfqzfff, 19 70 

>Btor5owr ife: wf-qWr % w t TtAfft- 

qiTfiT % Erif 

(fAcr-fT 9 1 *(\t. 9 7 tfiJTT) 

( 37 m Er 5rfir<rtTtRr5r # smpft) 

fr wfafAAr, 1970 ^ ffrfm 
trfwaf % Tf 4 TErtfV- 
A Err A 

tiro utAa q> <d 1 jr 1 

tr fsrTT wt ^fer 4 ;t q>rmqA 
?<T% HR Htflff f I 

1 . srorEf % 9 ffer "pf fr ^irpr Ew^rr "rffrtr j fa t 
wrw irtTm qw fA*rA 1972 % fqqq 99 E 

ot REpf A fEqrqqr ErEtRqrwf E tr tVtfr 

^Fn ^Tf^rr fqm% % At *Tifr-T qft j Atp pit Ep AA 

?q?;r A«t«r *r ?'r, AtP qf qf RTR^rTV At fiEAq jttp 

5tft wwfAf 5nq: T^qr Etf f=r»«rrfr % vpffn: A rr?q 1 1 
|r q;r fwi irfAff? 1 . 'ja ^rrq, ^Trrq q^A, qF? 

ijqrr 5fi<ii*i'i wFE’tTrfr ?j 

At r f*MfV ar 
A EtA f-TJR’F ittT 
frqsfpr ?r 1 

(Ffi!? wttf A) — ■ 

2 . faqrrr t«nq <pt qrrr 

2- qr At tt4T'P 7 t m 4 n i Ei 3. nrt < *a 1 f •pt pqrq- m - 

ip A fAAErr 4 . srrarr •HTtrfipr, qf? Vtf 5 ), 

jrtfFRRT Etp w ; q pt qfrr — — 

qMrAqr At, r rtAT 5- fAwr qrr qrq 

srfArt At fp TPRPtT- 6 . Tif^frr — — 

tAAt jfErrfs qr i. rrI'MA AE 

AtrA qiAfqr jm wq- s. gfr ^qAFqpr— — — 

sfjnpJH qq ^f, 9. Art wFApA A A 

itiii TTf q?r A HR A^A+vrt A tfR 

AA ttr i At iqf'trEOTT 
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i 0. w tsri-^ Rlwirmt Y 
rMa~r it $ f^Err wr m, 
ft #r fa'pMR E -timr 

RETEt 

$ m=[^3TTT 1JZ Yt Ew^Tr "PTRT f, 

f«p ft rnt rtr *t / — 

% ete Y eMe m 

Y ept — tr RfM 

pfYtKrf % it -pet -ffT 
t^t jt YP RaM Y M rteee 
% YYr it 5 4 Efa*T RE 
faMw, Mwt fYt lETE RET- 
3T$ |, RlftR RTP fetf | I 

MYi rut i » — Y/Yr 


i . rY^te YE rot 
M u 11 i 

2. sm jpm&T 

fM 3T|Tr i 





(7MfTTRI 


) 


"P^RT f ffp 

qM: vfRiMYt 

ip if 

in RET, 

'pn^rr rt 

WF5TRT ip sr^isr 

t ;T TTT 

■ti f-T^ 

J^T it Rft- 

Yon 'pa- YtIrtt 

1 

Riffpr RrR 1 9 — 

E/# 



(sp^reTp) 

*HT R, 


rE 

f=Efi?«P, 


«pppMt i 


rtPclT^T 7 ’ 




it, 


RMr fYMr, 
YY^ ^rjrfw i 


Yr <TT^ Efr ttPTT 3W w: stfJTE | 


m^T 5 1 
'fflTT 50 PW 


Z i 'd vrftrMpr, i 9 7 o 

‘ts'i EftwartYt % YE *•£ t. E 
fYYt ®*jOfT % am Y Ep9 I' 
-Mr Y M ErYjE (fam 

102 tfflT) 

{teYt YE srftTsrt MRrt YtEitmf) 


I. RPT 9TE, RfTT YE 
TTfp^RfftT Pi Iti o I 


2- flKfrw YJR^t- 
‘PTE Yt n i ‘<i tty. \ D (Y o 


Y 1 W ETE Yl TT EfafWT, 
19 7 0 Yt UKT 1 30 Y MYt 
— — — *1 t EfTMT 

JRT «rr YE? wfwofYt % 
tMrt it rwtrM Y M 

RRT3TT1 WT^E JPW j 

irar ETE RY^a; % tMjt it erpr 
aY ffRT T rar rt i 


ttjfpw tmr i 9- 

Y 


-Y/Yt 

■— for 


* — (jpetstp) 3 

iErr if, 

YeM ewk, 
Rt*a fmaTP Yt ETT 
Rtaa ieeMt i 

TO 5 2 RYa wRjfRW, 19 7 0 

YEr i o see RM YwartYr t: Yiht 

Yt ufafe Y qfMYr Y M 

JTWR (fw 103 RfM) 
(*frYt mTEltrat Misr-YI mf) 


3* I M 5 3 
YET 15ERY 


Ysraar wftjfYm, 1970 

httt 7 s ( i ) % wtrEr tEfRYtR 

tMtrt rE Kjf? % Pro tuYtr 

(EfTTR 10 7 Yfiarr ) 

(5t srfRRt 4 f<RT 7TR) 


if/fTR 


1- 'JT.f RTR, RRT YE'<T%- 
R'^TT Pi iA 0 I 


IR^STTr E-lf-JJ sflTRT f/M f 

f f% Yc 

5f7t nrfEsr 

Mr % 

RTR MrTUT 1?tMt PplTT 
T tVt RT fara% fOJRTW if TOT- 
Yu- irrfiTR fY?rr »ptt rt 

?t 0 Rrr 

Rrft«- rt f«fiT ’jtrto 

tf / Ea Yurt — — — — iit 


2 - 8 199 1 RITR 9 1 M a 9 IR'T 

RT Mjifr tEj *rftr- 

RT^f gra .S*1TT«TT f«f07 
'Jtl' 1 , I 


— mMr E fvrtt it if EE 

iff TMan: if srfarfceifT Yt 

-d'llM^ >JE — 

Yt JlffT 4 

51W Enfr if ?Mt AE 
if *TiJ «5T Yr RTOf I 
■RTTR R mYtfT % Mr RTT/^RET 
RfTT MfrfEfM ft :— 


01 It’S 11 1 9 1 9 — 


-%/Yt 


E41 R 


IYr 

(^RETT) 2 

itt-R fifR5I«r, 

ttzrz ritrMt i 


Yr Rpr opr ijtpfr M wtz frtot i 
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srrr 54 


YAd qfqfqqq, 19 7 0 


mm s-m 79(5) Y q«Tq f«rfqYYr 

jpTffr Yr to Y Fqq m % 
qfq fqTH Yr g^T-TT 

(fqqw 100 YfYq) 

(Yr qfqqf q qqr qrq *fF qr*r 
4 fq^ruv Yf Yr rrfYqr qqr 
TTfirtiJ) 

1. ^»:TqTq,qqr ; 5rTT T TfK»'^ ; TT q/79 1 qwr to 

f<q[iqq 1 w qi'YFw faq 

% *rrq fafasw qrfwq fw m 

qT r tt*i 4 M ■ to th] ", * 1 q 7 i 

■•TTiqpq fqrq qj 9 Ad 4 o 

qrr 'TR>T 

Y fair 4 TT 4 RT 4 qtf? TO . . . . 

TO . ... "1 1 u *'i 

% fqqq if qAYf Y t^tst if 

nfateYf Yr # qfqqrf-TO f f TFr- 
Yrq to 4 F Yr wfs' Y qfq fsrq 

B[fe Y faw SFT 

wrYqq fYqr nqr |, fam Yr 
o-'Tjjft qqqr Ytt ifV\ f, 1 

7 ’TT’-JR fZqTJ' Yl SIT '-TO 

TO fqTFST A ill qqi Yi Fhm 

wt I .nim if 

•TTqtq Y Ftot Yrr/rrqnT qrn 
fqrqfwfoq | — 


2. fafrsft qarTOrr 'H srrf tj- ftfW tott, 10 . Y/Yr . 

sro wFy^Tt arm % for 

ijTOrsrt f Yi; qrof 1 ( fttowt ) 2 

irro 4 , 

I'qjRiY, 

qtro 4iiqf<Hq' 1 

Yr to>t q^F fitqT, qif to? Yrfqq 1 


srqq 5 s YAh: qfqrqqq, j 0 7 n 

qitq?otqq *m 77(1) (^) Y qrfrq fqqYi'n 

Y fqfq^roo % qqfqqrqTT % fqrr 
qrq^q 

(fqqq 115(1) qfe rr ) 
(faqqnr Yt Yr/tfrq qfcrtff qfYr 
?rrYr 5 T /ffrq qlrnrt qrEiq YF 
qn<TqY) 

). fjq V trmq (r Awt 

nr YAq wfr qqqq 

TOAnYF frofqnT 1 1 

Y fwr if S/fW 2 ... 


tottott FVrq if ■qrqq’q/faqefr 
qSTTOT ffrY Y ^bT^rr nqqjTTT 


■tnqqq ^/toYt f fY qqYAq 
I-h<t if qtftqr 

i f'TOr;ti Y fqfqqqq 

TqfYfrfYq Error toff i 


.:. ww-xi f) to jwpi 
S> TOf^-TTOT fqi*ro | 

:i, tthtot/ 4) err TObiTO-r 

^'PT 


55TP1^ WTpr =T ^f'JP. 

famr 4 ^qqfYq % 1 

; fpY 5 to 19 Y/YF. . 

Y 


gfarren: Errr qr'yi 1 fqq 1 


(ifRTeTT)-’ 

qqr Y, 

0 Ad qrTqfqq 1 


q^q 5 0 'qfqfq'iq, 1 9 1 0 

qYq :iox;qq 'jivr y/( i)(s) % wtffq fqrooi 

Y wYur Yr jotto qrqq Y Ftt 
'stYto 

(iwr 115 ( 2 ) qfjjtT) 

(fqrni qY YT/Yfq YYi qf/q 4 t/ 
Yfq qfqqr q qrfqi*r Fq^n 

mTT>TT) 

1. qaf£ Y f tit qifiqq m 

qAi YF qwt j Yit 

qqqq qnfqrYF fq%rr 1 Y ftqq q ff/sq 2 

2. qrq, m qV Trft^q^n 

fqfarr 1. 

qqrrfF; fqqq q wrYw (fqq?fF/ 
q^r’;) jfrq Y qxr'iq fqqqq? Y 

jqnq; fqqq n 

•IR'lqi Yt 

qrFfq ^ qp,ffq ^rYir Yr qqro 
qqq % fqqqqqaTO mq qrrqr 
|/«m f I qq qio^q qqq Y 
flTOTT qqiq fYmq if qqqFYq 


r. 1 

.'. qrY ; r 47 ( 7) qr jrrfafiT q^w WFr 10 Y/YF. . . 

T2R: qf'qqqrT sttt ...... .Y Fqq 

7TORTT FYq irqY 1 1 . ( 7fqf‘,R ) J 

qqr if. 


qqR FprYqqi, 

Yt -qiq qqF Yttt, qq qqz Yrfqq 1 

qm 5 7 qAd qrjfqqq, 1970 

qqq 2 5 tqq qqq q^rq Y fqrr htYtt 

1 fqqq 1 1 s fiferq) 
Y faqq q 

1. 'R-? ’-’{ oqpj n, F.qn ff/Kq 7 ' 
qi-i'M Yr flwr YA 
qqqq qqiqnfr fqlw 1 
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0'<TT TO T7T TOT ^TO Y fTO 
rr rT^T v T I 

( i ) f™ U 5 ( 1 ) % WTO 

fTORr % fq fou-qq % 4 -i Pq -il q q 
% f r -1 1 1 ^TpSTT + J ^T T7 

Pw I 

( ii) f^T^rfT 115 ( 2 ) T Wtfm 
IV-TOT'" % WFTVT %r 51 TITO 
tito % P-i 11 wtT ; to q 1 9a tj tor 

% I 'TO I 

3 . WTTOfr('i) in rnfa^n wr tort tor % f^Nfiari 

'(■:•? wfarori si ••! *rRir | 

tow" f«r'. dr> 1 


2. to, to wtr TTfe^Rro 
firfatr 1 

5fT ffHRR r ^1 3R tor 
ifiTRTT I 


rkPr !iR 19 %/ttt 

% Etr 


(RTRTCTT)-' 

to *r, 

fTOw, 

f itTO toTOtr 1 

sfr rsE srinT, tor iftfriT 1 

iror ss aTO wTOrto, 1970 

tW'TOTO artr 1 - 16 ( 2 ) % wtfiR rttr 0 

^r(uifjq«ti mrrrm ar 
wTOtot rrht Neccur 

(fTOr 117 ^'f^nr ) 

1 . % qtsj »ro 

% firo if TOR Ro 

to/% wTO 'T^aiil rt wt 
sTOtTO $ /7m 

5TO 'H4"-e^n mNwir to wttr 
J r RrKfTOfi onto TO 

RR % fair ^TrriSfnTjr RR-j> fTO- 

fafaR fawna or^itt aif | : — 


1 . ■jto rtr, to itflr 

xrN^'t'rj 1 fti 1 


1 . farTO NRTOT RTOfTO 
£, a? wa firfiTT 1 


3. aaiTOfartr 1 ;i(i) ag ftfd TO; aTO fTO 4 

TO fam rri ir^r/^irr^ TOr to 
tor fvm <im |; 

(ii) an % TOtr ipyrn w>t- 
71 f L -i 4 1 oi j im-wani'P-rpri i 

(iii) tot totrr % TOj ii aTO 
fan# rttor Rjirr/irTO TOr 

TO TW fw TO Fl; 

(i) nTO-TOra wrfRTOT % tor- 
TON1 % ROTf IT# TpOTT^ri : 


4 . Erroro S^TOr toTO jr# p,^ ^ 

toEtoO sttt inm»TT apt, arH^Tft 

fer urn; I ufk fnnJn'T % nipTR WQ t I 

wr 19 ... T/vir 

% i.’-T 

(S'RRIT) 4 

'HI ii, 

f-iM'qq., 

77-5 1 

afr m -r^i ffTrr 13 % !rtfapT 1 


5 9 
WT 50 

i- tpr irm, im ^ 
Tif^n fnFrr / 

2. nnwt nm fnf>?rn 

3. n«rrfi»N “ifft iptt ’ •'■ 


tf&Z nftrfiRn, 19 7 0 
'ffTTT 15-1% TtrtfNT wt pfl 

7 Er % f-i 1 \ iih^o 
( fw 1 1 8 tf^ir) 

if>arl 

ffpwr jff fr<^r 

s/^rrn t f% 2 

%r nTTn 4^ 4u 

'•I Or 


"to rt to” ito ftrnsT 
qf t ft*lf«Wl 

nfj'iT fn ir tow 

VlG({ 1 qf? a^g- 

nfr Ertot urr srih rfr 

vr% n 5 ^ 5 ^ rt 

8+H % Hi 1 1,'if aft 
Rife". 1 mron m to 
TO iif >rr qrTO ii aft 


il/RT TTflT ft/ * 1 H ^ t^l 

o.o4 arinri nsar ^i%i ^ 10 i|"i/ 
TOT TOf¥PT ?IR, RTTOTit 
?(Vt iTOtm % to % 1 
m- *r/p ar«faT f/^rrir i 
f% *^-/p qrr jirO 

afir Tjrrrt %t ritt 1 

nrOR tojt 1 y %/%r . . 

% r*! 


fRn ^ -3 trit 4t 4 t-'i 19 ( ) 

Tl fai ' 1 1 *Hr ii, 

TOS fTFrfTO I 


TOT 60 
'TTTT 2 5 TTO 


1. TO, TO tftT Tlfi^RTaT 1 
firfelT I 

2. TOfarfiTftTO %r farTO 
TOTfro TOO %i fTTOTT 
ii TOinr %i n? | ttIt 
to TOT%3rT %r fTOit 
af-ro %i Wurf^TO 
%r afi amir to % nro 
TOtna %i TTPft 
TO^firo %rfiri7 1 


TOj; wGfqqir, 1970 
*JTTT 72 % n>Jin TCaff % TfarFTO 

t to-Ptot rr toiPto afTO 

% fsrTT to 14 7 % waN TOm- 
to % ha ar-T-rr 1 
(fTOT liy^fRTT) 

% toij to 


% Nto % *f/p 

wTO ofr^rTTr ai^nr "PTOr g/ 

7 f% nra vr nrna w/ 

fin 2 

T7R7 smw ^s/Rii a TTtr . . . . 

%T T-TrFlH afnt-TfT;'aTOITO 

to 1 

fTO TOtafq %l Rftr tort-TO TOrOTfl 
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t F? 

tFR TTTOR A - - . 


3. StrnT TOTA FPT TOfTOT/ 

TORT’S' TOTTO 19 

. . .TO/fA 

TOfAlFT JIM FTFTflTTOT 


TO 

. fFF 

TlfFTOFf PR 


(FFTTUR) 3 . 


proan: fron, ttr i 

Aft A, 





Amro, 




totfAtf 1 


TOT TOTH TO^T ffTOT TOA FTTO AHtof 1 




FTOF 6 1 

F7T2 FTAPTFF, 

1 970 


TOfF 1 0 RF' 

TORT 15 3 ^ TOwAf 

AAro 

TOT FT 


tott% A-tf A totAjf tot toftOfto 


3fFf 

^TPT- 


totA A fTOF ft-4ft 

1 



(fTOFF 120 AfTOTi,) 


1. 'JTT TOTH iflT FTOT f«rf%F. 1 

fAr (AAto wiAjf ) 

1 7^0 


2 - FFTTOTT FIFTO % FtA A 

TO fTOFF A 



m f?T feirf : 3 t prt’ 7 TrT ^ f^r u f 
f ji fi tott ^n^Rrpt 

A /«5 1 


, .A 2 

1 



TOT 


stfiIArt totA fttoT fAFrfTOf’SF 


TOTFrorft fA/?A AnA % frof 

TOTFA STTFFT TOTtoT A/tort f : — 


At A-' 

Arosr if AAr/pnrft tor A totA 

TO 7 d 4 ftrrr FTfUTFITT 2 TO * '1 r 
j/ B li i"l ft Oi - FtAhT to <.n f A/ 

tort ft fro erf A* fun fAt 

^TOFFt, TO'SFASTtA 5fTTO AgRFTF 

nA TOfArorof At i'-\ <,tnv fto ft 
■ tpff tft i 

*r/s^rr t'rwtt eAtftfA ft totJ- 
^tjFt At ftfto tof A tovA 
STTfaTOwr At, Ffe Aff $f, 
sr^reffpr ti ',n 1 £ 1 

mfps tort 1 0 A/AT 


to fw 

( FTFTfirR ) 4 

Sr, 

Prow, 

AAa TOIfW'4 I 

jff TTPJ TOjff ^tcTT 3TO TO At^PT I 

tjATf «^it 

tot siaf (Pm 57 5 Pn) 

*7 1 <<1 •‘T^i I < 

TO2 TOTFArF 


1- ’3TT HTF, ’('IT G ‘ 

ttifjtoft fAPn, 1 


2 . AAro 

toArAt 

FT fTOTOf 

TOR 

RfA TOT 

?FT TTF, 

FTOT 

TO*nT 

TOf'^TOFT 

fTOfAro 1 


3. 

Wf ^TrTT 


p;, Ffj 

TOTTO |fT, 


fFfllFT 

JTTFTO FT 


TO'I94u/T At UPS fTTHT 

I'd 11 ’} 2 ’ d TOpHTOdf FT 

RfAfAjrfi fAror toft £ 1 

-t. TOf'FTOFf At trow tot 
ftto ” : Tfn;/aTf?pff TOT 
iTFTTCTp'T fTOFT TOT ft I 


1 9 


At 


At An 


ftAps tot 19 A/AT 

3. -*i TTOTORl hirI FlA a 9 ftti A fjH 

FT Rf-V-d 1 TOT FT 3 

Frfa'jTT tto TOfAroFf tTst A, 

Jl TT PFT2R EtiMi 7 P r I H 4M fHHFTO, 

F2FT TOTfAtF i 

3ft TfPJ ’1(?l (ftrTT, ‘3% T.l 4 9 ) fail 1 I 
m 62 RTO Etf ypTFF , 1970 

(Pm io ^fA^) 

TOfaffm (tort 127 / 132 ) % totoTf 
frTtf tor wEttfff, toNt|I ft fthA A FAro 

1899 ( 1 8 9 9 FT 2 ) TOfFTOTOf FT fAAr *Ffai % 5TT- 

% TOTOtH Td 1 Em TO fTOFT flT^i y .a| FT FTR 

TOFT £ I (fFFF 127FfW0) 

A/pT 1 . 


FF: % 

^tFFT At A fTO TO rfWK FT# 

TOfF A ft TOTE F^ f A F^ FOTil 

FIMfTOi hAt FFF ITTfFTTOTO ^ (FT TOTfFF FT TO WTfFRnTOF 
TO faftTF FfAfFftT FT FFFFfsnP ft) tflT Fg: fA F? 7 Efftf- 

fFFF, 1970 % TOTTOf TO SFTF A T7IF JTT infroTOT % 

■ ir ■ - 1 . % fspr Tl3i 4 1 T f[ O 7 FIT fA jA ifi* - * TOTFR FtA A f -1 F 
TOf FT^F Flft 

fYt FT; d 9 8 FTFFF 9TTT fFFFF fTOTT ft fdT FA TOT7 FT- 
fFRTT in Pro AAfc TO|/TtT fTOTT TOTT; 

m' *,. FF; doF id i 1 1 Al g 1 TT FT FF A FTT T T 1 N I T TO 

TTO tAt fFFTpTOT TOTF iff AfA fFf»ITO TOT A FfTOT ATt 

Ft vrirrfFTOT dA Ff % ; 

TOT; F.l TO+TF TOTO | TTO r7TO TA-I TO4FTO TOT (f TOTF FTTTO 

fAforo FfAtFEr toTto FTOjAfroff ft totA A toT| Af FfmfFT ft) 

Tferro TOfufFFTT, 1970 % 3FTO>jf % SjVr F^T TOftjfTOFF TOf STFT 

47 A MAIfto; toAI A tft rfff Ffro fTOfr tof TfEt {tttot 
fAfAfAro: toA tAt --iF->n % vAtf t.’. : t jf, him A ft 
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rntf ^ttT, ww tt 9n>r rrr, Rtpt ar^t tt farm 
tttt tt/wftt 4 t.tTt itt tNtt ct ttttt tit ttYt sftTt tt 
sftr fart srfir tt, itt thtj Ft iqm m g'T Et 

tft WstTimr Jn j -d'l+ifl TTjft t Tflr uk fo ua tttt t tt 
m % H]T f^f^r Tttq qvwq Am tt Tt qf £ njr ttA 


% pfTT TTfilTT 77TT ITT TKR fwqTtSTTTP: 19 %At 

t Erf 4 TO -( 4 / 

TTFT IPT/Ttgg TT TT TRT I 

raff nm % 4 Emir t st tt it %/ 

Tt T I'M 

ft TT TTStfTT TOT- £ I 


TtR fa'jrrcT 

TllTT Tt TTfpg 

fjtqur ■ — jpr Tfe smn; 775 TT ft Tt RT«f7 Tf®Tr TT Tit 'tfR 

19 T/*ft fpt sftr 

tttmm rfa qq rat far Sr frit i 


fmr % T7T4T TErTTfaTT T imT TT TTOT 
(f>m 126 TT 7TTTT tftjTr) 


srfirfe 

f^trnpt 7 ?rTr f^Mi 'jim i ^ 


fto 





TTo 

i 

l JFT 2 5, 5 7, fill, fi'.RPftT 78 % WiJtT fVrta 



Tit gori TT fat 

5 0 . 0 0 


CTO 8 1 ( 1 ) , 8 fi ( 1 ) , 8 9 ( 1 ) , 93( 5), 



96( l) 5P.tT 97(l)% snfhT wfmT TO fo 


TT TTOf ^ 'JTSkif % JtTtlTTr *fr forr 

00. 00 

3 

mrr 92 ( 2 ) ‘i;i( 5 ) ^rstEt Erta tJ jjott 



Y f4 t .... 

5 0 , no 

4 

jjmi % ott mfor % otstt ft 



for . , 

5 0 . 0 0 

5 

ogi tio TrfoTof tt sro ofo Ftto 



fm TTT gt, Tgt 501071 ^7 f'l 1 7 



^(TTPT , 

'i itnfl ir 



q- 

8 






7 

frrr not: atftr frEar tot % fori 

50. 0 0 

S 

Em 37«f7T£ftr TOT T7TT % for 

5 0.00 

9 

TT^T7 im-TO % fog, Tlr TOPT ?T 

2 5 . 0 0 

I 0 

frfftrTTmtr 4 Jo rr ot titt . 

2 5 . 0 0 

1 1 

M -i |qyq«t, 7U IT( ^1 



=f: ... 

25.0 0 


tWf nm^t 

( ffTTT 1 2 7 Tfiari; ) 

fTRHtiT qrs srtr fainsr f»m. 1 9 3 3 3 q^fttm 

1 Em 1 — urEm ( 1 ) TortTit qtR srh” tt tjr Trftrq 1 

2 fmm 2 (i) iffur (t) t ' 'qrotr ntr” th’jr 

Trfqq 1 

(ii) ijtr ( W ) jf "srrfapTiT tt” tTo ' ^“nfT-srrfvT'’ 
tt tttt tEEut 1 

(iii) (q) T fTT-T TT ErrqETEJfT T?iT 

■jud-mi - 

"(q)" ‘■farenp" Tt sttttt srtr TTf^mr Em 

flfiTEm, 195, S ( 1958 TT 4.l) Tt am 1 Tt 
OTtTTTT ( 1 ) TTfftT fTTTTT mT, ftumT stftf 
ttttit ftri?A ^ tpttFwtt wEntr t ;" 

(i) T?TT7 (t) % OTT TT fTTTfqf^T tjjt 
TTTTTT — 

“(t) 'TTTfiTT’ TrfafTTT, 1970 ( 197(1 

TT 39) Tt >nn 74 t EffecT T '&Z TRETT 
ItEmt l" 

3. Em 3 TTEm ( 2 ) ff '‘qHTTtnAt TT TT” TftT 

TfsTTTr: tt” ''qqrEqfr” tt 530 nEfar 1 
■i Em 4 — - “TSTjErrn tt", “mr tt" wtT “Tsiraift" tt 
tEFstt 1 

5, faqw 5 ^TfTTT (l) ^ ‘'TTRT ^qffrrTT «rtT”, 

fftf” TTT TT^T TT 1^0 Ttftrr I 

6. rwa 6 TRfjT tt ij-tt TtEm; I 

H. Wtarm 2 TT TTO TftfqT I 

6 fTTT 4 8 fTfTTT ( 4) T TTTT T7 fTcqfrfTTT THT TfTTnTT- 

“(4) trrrTT, ^fTPFfTTTT TTTEtm ^7 SffTTTT 

sttV t^t ttTt tttt tt tEkit fTT unr % Tr^ntr 

TTTT TT1TT % TTHTT #’ 5TTT--T8r % TT ^ fTTW 
TTTfrTT Tf § TTTT '*j\ T TFTTft fT TfT 
TT=TUTtt TT Wt TfOTT TFfTT I 

( 5) TftrfrfT ?^9Tft, WTTTT TT TTe-q TTT 
TT Tff.’iTT fT'T TR # TTTTr^/ HTT# 
TITO % TTTT T TT«T-TO tlPT f TTST TfTffnT 
tt '< a%m 'rtf 730T1 tt irfh wtttt Tt 4t 

TirTfT TtflT I 

( fi) TTTT'TT, dO^tfTT FTRl-TrA ^ qrfrT 8tt 
nr tEt TTTtr TT TffTfT fTH TIT T Tm^J WTT- 
TT T TT if TOT TTST TTTEfT T t T4fTTT wtr 
trSr TTffT qtt TT Tfr TfiTT^tfrq TTfraift TT 'TT 
TfTTO TTTT I 

( 7 ) fr*ft Tfr TP.fTTT sn.r tt# '4t TrfrftTT 

TOT T1 TTW fTTOT Tt TTn TT OTTf 
3TTBTT TT % fiRPT Tift ffTT 0907 I 
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(8) HKT 51 % stjpr fAft nT 

ntr% farta % Am n nrfAar fspxr ittt ft, A nnn 
nr rnqnnn H AJA mm ft faro nm n A 
A£ nmTnn fafte A iif A nA "m nmrAr 
*pt tnpmTter Trjnrc A nfArr nfnnr armor i 

( 9 ) Afmnn mfijTr n A v fA' nr nonnA 
% VT *T nTSn A % fn 11 ?T*pTRT form qq I q h q 
TTT hT 1 <At ft r^OT ORT if mi A 4 H 4 A Or^TO 
TV twsx nA TIT 0 STOTT nrrr A A *rA nr 
(+11, <m ftnOT 1Jr - NtN WtAt JTTT A O^TOT TT 

oArr i 

nrm sn rrmr ter fAnnnr non o.t o^mr 

JtTiT tl-lil A 09Tf O T'-l cift nTO ^ Atm 
A* ATT I 

( 10 ) TTfimr ( 3 ) ft Am ( 8 ) tm ff fofte 

w At «tot T AAr fAt mnr ot A m i^r 
*FT <mn TT fait mj ftfofVan TV, fawn 
wAt TV rjoort T ten m fTurr Aot At 
n^ftf A tftff ™f A fn-t fr *mjn A 
ooj i 

( 1 1 ) nfo Af; A wf.R arte A t^sttttt 
T im A 05 rjnm^ it iriter tA A ate amro 
A smn 7 n tjttot foArv A An i 

(12) nft gonrt; %ann fAft A qsmR vt 
fAft noonm A fnfAr vA tit ronon J A rtf 
foAmr At *nn tor A rift urn A qro ten 
3 amjn A fw An rwr nn% nm fAt nornm 
A ftftm «rA oo w anon $ Aft A 
$n i 

(13) ^ arft A v"w *ti"A nte qaToiT nr 
qrtmTrf A r^onrir % n*m^ nr, nfn At A 
oftott ?|ft \nft A i^ur nA vtst ^ n T 
nm f. \ fA nA ^ A farm nmT T fmrm 
whnr At ftAn nr, nft At A. faTnmm Tftnr 
nn 'snm TAnm nwuftf A An^fAr ^ An” 1 

9. «wrm 4 T AAn n qT-T At " A ajn AfAr 1 

10. fVitnr 49 ^ TTiT 51 nn Aftrn 1 

1 1 . fAm 5 3 — * AarHTrr n 7 A ^nr Aftin 1 

12. fAm 54 — A ht, "qAr, n” At "nrnfVAn” A 

TT A fti n 1 

13. fAm S 6 — "qirr nn n" A ^n Aftnr 1 

1 4. fAm 58 — TfArTT T mm qr ^fAnxn TftiTT’C t^t 

■Jiiqqf At If q^’T nr” A qn AfAf 1 

15. fAm 59 — ”qm At fAnm TftiTTT T rnn qr fAmrr 

TfaiTST v a f fft I 


JANUA ry 20, 1973/P AUSA 30,_1 894 233 

in. fAm 60 — "TftA nr” At 'TAt nr” A ajn AfAr 1 

1 7. fAm 6 1 — ( i ) fAmn fAm A TnT gqfAm ( 1 ) T nr A 
i jn: nsnrfAr AfAr, At m sm < | jn: AwtfAr 
ftrir m; TnfArn ( 1 ) n “nAn tEiwt nr” At 
"At ^ir fnftn A fnqmn A nfAn fAm 
20, 21 At 22 T mft A 5 ttt fnfArfAr A 
i 'vfi ' A ej'-n AfAr I 
(ii) rrn wi >jn: rftAfTn fA^ ntT nrfAm ( 1 ) 
T q iq fnmtftfAi snnTnrfAr fAn rrmni — 
"(2) fAAfrjnrrET A ; ymr ATAn^ fAr T 
Anr A AArf T wi fAfun T»nr qrrnfan A 
VnT fAA n^ *m ffn A nAA, fAr n«jnf nr 
n^ wn fnrfn tntnfrn wr ^ mrA nnr fAr 
njntn A -qi^di jq A nqnfiim nftnT 1 

( 3) fAmm irTtn Aijm A At MAt nnm 
A 1A nm nfn A ’•farm 1 

( 4) fAm is V nqftnn (4) ft Aft (13) 
nnr n WnfnKT nren A At gmrft ft Arfan 
nfftinr, nrqdnqq wki 64 T trAn wwi A 
gnn$ A nt srqrrr m i j ] qnfi At fT n unr 
5 iqr T nA'i fAft A A 
3 flA I l” 

is. fAm 62 — nAnm (3) T <ar (nr) A "AnfAm A trrrt 
9,. 10 ( iv), 16 At 17 TwAnnAAA” A 
A f j i o 1 

19. fAm 63 — " TiV i fi T" % mm qr "fnairrn TErmr” mn 

amrnT 1 At "q^ftf, fnfnnA” > A ijtt Aftrn 1 

20. Pmn 6 3 — -v A AfAt 1 

21. fAm 83 — n A TT AfAr; 1 

22. fAm 64 — ''qrm T fAt nT”?mr "nnfmffT nrAfin nr” A 

AfAr 1 

23 nmt vijijA: — 

(i) AnfArtwr 1 & Am: 24 mr AfA; ; 

(ii) An A thwt 25 H, "qAr n vritr nr fAft 
mfnrnnT m" A " 40 nt” A ijm AfAr; 

(iii) qfnfm wit 34 n “fnfnnTT wift % (n 
qn)” Afnn At ''mnftm” T mm qr 
ffflii'ii <f «qn r A afimf” tut ononi 

(iv) qfnfe rmnT 37^ A^rr ArAi; ; 

(v) nfnte nwr 41 At 43 ^ "qrm m nr”, 
nr ?n fnm’f Vr q^r y/ft A' At “iw nr” 
A A ft n ; 

(vi) Ante tram 42 At 44 # "qte vr nr”, 
'At Tn fAmt qri q^n An” At "qTm nr ' 
A f l' ‘ I Afqrr i 

(vii) AAm nwT 4 5 A, "qrm nr”, “te 

nr wnTm”, "nr m fmmf Vr nnrr 15ft” 
At" qite n" A nrn AAn; 


33 G of T — 10. 



2 34 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 20, 1973/PAUSA 30, 1894 [Part IT— 


(viii) xfxfe xwt 46 #, tt xt”, "xt^ 
itt "tftr tx Pmf fT x^jrr ^ TT ” #tr 

"#3x5 XT” it TJTT iffor ; 

(ix) Xflfk: XXXf 4 8 #, "20 Xt” it ltf#t* ) 

(x) xf#fe XWT 52 #, “ 5 , 0, 10 (lir), 16, 
17 1 it itf.| ' \ | 

2 4. fatftx w^it ^ — 

(i) xxxfltfxt % txtxxt NHM'irr !,•«•:'! lix#: xit lux.-ft: — 

‘‘XT'# it 1 J#V” 

XXX 5Tftrf#XX «pt ' TTX 

STITT XT fArpr 

4 fiM*i 3 sir ttxx 4i[4 % Eiu xt#xx i 

5 43, 69 trffrr I 

6 fxXX 0 1 ft ' ITT lit TJXXT | 

7 ft 4 H 4 8 XT 6 I ^1 1 1 1 IT TTTTTf ^7 (ft v 7ft % TTtXX lit 

TJ 5 TT I 

T 4 40, 32 firfr TTTfxTfTfT Itw % XtYlftfl 

XlJfx TTT XmPT it 1JXTT 1 

1 5 43 ft 1 ITT % 4’4 ,# fit 0 X7#XT I 

16 7 sir iTTrftnrrft 4xx«nnf % xn#Ur Ohivt 

% TEA ' L '^t *TiT" | % fafTT VI#X1 I 

17 43 fi#t #xx lit xpj; ftnnxx % 

# fHTT XT#XT I 

is farx 4i farfaror i snrenrt % fax; frxxT i 

10 47 *btXt w (Xftft<xftTXTT) lit Kilt 

% ftTTT ln#TT I 

20 51 XX TfXT^tlTTW Rwli, 1 ftm 4 ["_ TIT 

4 Hli l It % fxtr HTTTT I 

2151 XX -irJH^liW XXTflT X fXXT TUT 

XX 4 1 1 ii i It % ft O' TTTXTT I 
22 5 it ItmTi % Tfir^ftiTT it t^ itt# i 

ftlO fixtlX< it XT#XT I 

2 3 fxXX 5 3 TTX XT TftlTrT # m#ftr % f#TT fttr 

irr T# XT ■ T<tt # Tfritr 1 TX % 
fair fTTTT | 

24 20, 46 Tftl-d 4 # Tf XT# it Xfcfext % fanr 

ft#XT I 

2 5 6 3 Tftrex # xfxfk % fair ut#XT I 

26 63 <.ftlK< # Xftfe i fijir XT#TT I 

27 ftXX 58 TfxTXT if TTTT##f it irftPT^TT it 

4 ft R<i % Ei't itt#xt i 
2 8 52 xjfii # (It o. ft#rx i 

29 59 (fWT63) XXTTXX % f#X fx#XT I 

30 64 Ttrex it xfriffa i ftm; xtxtt i 

31 76 Hftmif it XTfsHTTT it viftl I 

(ii) Tprrt 5ppff i ifttir # — ■ 

XTT#tX lit* it itfirr • 

(iii) TT 1 ? 1 ! 1, 111, in, IX, 11TT, 1XX, 1<1X2, 21T, 2X, 

2 HX, 3, 3TT, 8, 9, 10, 11, 111T, 1 in, un, 1 IX, 
12, 13 Ul 7 2 91T it itftTTT ■ 


(iv) JIT 4 t — 

(n) “Errrr 4ir, 5 , 10 , 14 xr twr 11 xt 38T” 
% PTTX IT “(fwr 3 81T tfVrr)” T9fT ihtht ; 

(n) (n) ttlTT (X) TTlT^tRX itfiot ; 

(v) 5n?X 5 a. "ETTO 5,9,10, (in), 16, 1 7,” wVl (u) 

It %r ( it ) xxt it xt n 1 itftrrT j 

(vi) xn 6 t — 

(it) "STTTT 9, 15, 16 XT 1 7 XT ftxx 25, 33 XT 6 l” 
^ TXTX XT ''(fxxx 61 5fnTr)"TnT 1HN I 
(n) (it) 1 1 4 . i (n) iii it xxt it nTT ^tftnr , 
(x) utr it grx rtfxrt; ; 

(vii) X¥X 7 t, "STTTT 9, 1 0 ( lXX) , 1 6, 1 7, 2 3X( 5) , 2 4 
XT fiXX 48 XT 6 l” *fr XXTX XT "fxXX 48 (it) iFc 
6i itsTt” xm xnwr ; 

(viii) xxx 14# — 

(n) "xSxj x ITT# xij arfErinT xt” it i^nitfxx i 

(xr) “ettTT 40 # '52” # TXTX XT "STTT 5 2” 
T'iit nortt ; 

(x) xx (x) x "xrofix xtxi #tr” it nxr irfxnr ; 

(ix) XXX 23 x — • • 

(n) ix xt” rftr "■ it 

Twn ” it tjxt iJtiT; ; 

(n) ‘##rr iwr?x ifiw” # nrrx xt ''ftxnrx 

T.f t l4d< ” W XTTTTXT ; 

(x) fcxpr # "trix xt 6” it nrr itfxrrr ; 

(x) XTT 24 # — 

(ir) ftx xt xxxfr xt ftrxrsT Tftror” wtxt 

|xxi TXTX XT "fiXIVT <El44T” TX[T 4110X1 ; 

(w) ''20 XT” #Vt —it XXXT — 

— — ” it ^tt it ft u t \ 

(xi) m 25 #,— 

(n) fix it XXTXf XT "fe/fWH4 tfildr” 4TTXT 
|^X% TXTX XT "ftotH"! TfxtXST” TUT iTtXT ', 

(^r) “ it ftrairr xtx 

ifiHXTT ittxrt (t'ij:) ittxwr— 

ix” it 5 ott itfix ; 

(x) etrftiT!. # # fm 2 xtr 3 it ^<t it ft 0 , ; 
(x) xrxfixxx #— 

(it) "xrxTTitx #k ftnm fxxx, 19331 X 
X^tT ?tXT” it tjtt itfix ; 

(n) "x^tt xr” xU it? it xttt ipt itfiti ; 

(xii) xnx 26 #— 

(it) fix it Txrxf xt “xkr/fixTTx t^trt” xtxt 
^ XXi T*ttX XT fiXTTX TftnXT TUT TTTTXT J 
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(qr) vf faw qrq— 1 

% ^2^ a") Ran — 

— ■ — qq” qtT 1 ^TEnT ; 

(it) jrfRT R % f^PT 3 wYc i Tjm q>tfRrr ; 

(*r) TRfenm 4 — 

(qt) "m *rmftq 32^ yW ferret Ym, 19 33 qq 

>13 ’-I ^ETT" ■Ef ,; TR qi) fr m ; 

(m) “&7z m" <qi T^'r «r win m •••i T T qfrfqpr 1 

(xiii) 5r<FT27^,- 

(•ft) "^W/frqT^T TfaRT" Y WR TT "ftw 
x^r^x” wr ^ntrrrr ; 

(*) “29 qr” tftx "mx (qjWr)” qq vjm qqfaTT ; 

(q) TrafeRTr — 

(qt) "q2v^ qq *Fimq pt” sflx “m vfTxdk ^bxsftx 
P* j*i i B"i f-1 3 h , 193 3*ETqqTi ^t-tt” qq v^n qii [a t ; 

(<*) qT” 31^1 qiff Vfr WR TJTT q^rfatr I 

(xiv) SIFT 2 9 R~ 

(ip) ". -qff qt^r pjippr * 

q(f n q>l Hi 1 ; ; 

(et ) frftrq; qr tfWqr ttwt tx " 1 fqrmtq *pt qwpr 
tfa qif RRRTTftr q5)fW xvr 'rtrit i 

(XV) 5RE 30 H , — 

(qr) xfsrsrc” % t*th <tx " fWqq 

xfarwx” xrt quRT ; 

(w) "fiXR/fipqm” % RET TX “pTHIt-f” XWT 

qnrrirr ; 

(q) ^rftnr ^ qftiqr q«qr 2 q "^^h; qr qq” qfr 
'i ' h q/i Pji q 1 

2 3 . f[fhq Rjfpq) q>I grr qftfqro. 1 

26. Tt^Tfr RRpqfq, — 

(i) qfqfe qqqT 1 3, "am 9, 16 ?fh: 17 qqr fqqq 

33 *ftx 6i” V Tqrq tx "fqq-q 4s qYx fqqq 6i” 

RIT arTTRl ; 

(ii) srfqfkr qqqr 2 w)x 3 qfr tyxr qft fjui ; 

(iii) qfqfe TTWT S q ‘'fqqq 21 (l) qT” fit 1JR 

qflfqiT | 

(iv) srfqfe TTW 9 *T "fqqq 21 ( 2 ) qT” «Ft pjR 
ttItr 1 

[q° qq°. 33 ( 1 ) — qlo'fto qiT^o/ 71 ] 
WR° %o tmrx, qqqq qfqq 
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rort orfr Jt^nr 

(*qrc«r Wo 

W T^Evfi-, 2 3 rW, 1973 

»FT. 3TT. 1G6 .— - qR: vnTrT TTT TETT ^ VfTTTp FTRqxr Wr 
9 TfqW, 1961, XT. 17-43/59-RT.-1 ^qm 4^q- 

mqnr 4 W^r I iW' £ tq; twk Wi art'trWnr, 1966 

0 956 *pt 102) q^ imuW ^ W- xpWrfWt otr; fWrqfw, 
ETT^fTT 7T3TT aWNfTT ftm TT^tT RT. £t, WWrr ^T^TIT JR 
(VtqKTrr Wxn ; 

ariV ^RT: ¥T. EfTfR WNt WtT faW TRT 7W 3T^fT 

^ W tmR wf £ imWrf £ W Wtuw qrrrnm, 

eW W MrqxRT ww £ qw £ i 

3TrT: 3R, ^fTT 3fftrWnT q^ HITT 14 qfl ^rtJTTT (1) £ 

97 ^ 4 ; ^ Hiq (R) qrr irtr qTT q^k TRqm 

(i) 3 pr £, 1974 k rett W qrk 4 q^ ki 


WTT 

(2) w aWtr qft tt Tqr it. Rt^R ?kqT rqmm k 
qJTRRR, RTT7 W?T W Msrq^H' OmRlR ^ 
EIR REq^y- ^ £ L i 5lt »fl qur q^ 3TT?R W- 
ERrfr £, “hrek ipqfw 5T. jWw t^Wr w 
Rqkf i 

[q. r. =f(. noi6/2i/72-4?r. , ft.5 I t.;] 

irqrRr Wn, to rWt 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY PLANNING 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 2nd January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 166. — WHEREAS by the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the late Ministry of Health No. 17-43/59 
Ml, dated the 9th January, 1961, the Central Government 
has directed that the Medical qualification, M.D. (Uni- 
versity of Illinois, U.S.A.) shall be recognised medical quali- 
fication for the purposes of the Indian Medical Council 
Act, 1956 (102 of 1956); 

AND WHEREAS Dr. I.ois Helena Visschcr who posses- 
ses the said qualification is for the lime being attached to 
the Christian Hospital, Kasganj, Uttar Pradesh for the pur- 
poses of teaching and charitable work; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in pursuance of clause (c) of the 
proviso to sub-section (1) of section 14 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby specifies — 

(i) a further period of' two years ending on the 1st 

July, 1974, or 

(ii) the period during which Dr. Lois Helena Visscher 

is attached to the said Christian Hospital, Kasganj, 
Uttar Pradesh, whichever is shorter, as the period 
of which the medical practice by the aforesaid 
doctor shall be limited, 

[No. V. 1101 6/2 1/72-MPT] 

P, C, ARORA, Under Secy. 
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farqjT aifr rjttr jhirr 

(Ttoffar farnR) 

^4 29 fWM(, 1972 

qrr. air. i07.— q^-R^nr 4r4r arfyf^qrr. 1890 4 rter fa 
arfr f^rpT 4 fw wrt trtrwr r$tr fatir 4 

HTFpf 4 ^FT RU^TR" 4, ?Tr4 RTR 4<H *R -SlRJjRr 

4 M^V rr4r fa ^-ar^r Mrr 4 sraf^r 
4 fRt?R q?r4 4 far EW Ri4qR qR 4ar rr 4, art vf^prf 
fV^T rtirr, rrr rwr qt artw^-qr wit er. fa. 3371 

ftfREfi 27 qw, 1903 (ail |"r 4 qfi? RReT •qU'll q^ttKljfb 

4 ter witw qtaRr 4 ap^nr appr^rr 44i‘ 1 

am: aw, fafti i890 (1890 4 6) 

4t yirr 4 q4 w-hto ( 1 ) fiRT nw RfqRRT qrr r?4r qr4 
urt tpfqTr afT^-w qr, 4447 ruor w$qm ^ 'f-iqAi 
qmft 4 fa w RprtR rrtt 4 ^f-ariw faftr 4 & Ri’tf, 
art qrwfew 4 rrt rr4 wet ret 

4 % 4 ^rf^r 4 et afa *4 ‘hr'qr 4n 4 Ww 
arfr ^Wt arw qr dqqtE wrN?r ^dirt 4 ’hniftwr qrqf 4 
a^pm 1W anwiT 1 

aPFt'fl 

fq$rTR 4 f4nr qnur rihot ar^r fatv fa 3rtr 
4 afrqftw RET 4 qfRR RPS^ ar^ffw 14%- Free 
fert*r4« r 5 ?tr 4 3r 4 arrqftw ®rr4 *4 Rfrq 4 brt 19022 

fcfRra 22 arw', 1972 ^TRT 50,000/- 7^4 fa TT 7 ^ 

n4 1 . 

[4. RP. 4-l/7l-4t. T. 1(3)] 
<5. T?R. R7WTT, 3W1 fafa? 

MINISTRY OF EDUCATION SOCIAL WELFARE 
(Department ot Culture) 

New Delhi, the 29th December, 1972 

S.O. 16 7, — In the matter of the Charitable Endowments 
Act, 1890 and 

In the matter of the Sarda Ranganathan Endowment for 
Library Science. 

WHEREAS an application has been made to 
the Central Government for vesting the property specified 
in the Schedule appended hereto in the Treasurer of Charit- 
able Endowments for India, lo be applied in accordance 
with the Scheme, published with the notification of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry of Education 
No. S.O, 3371, dated the 27th November, 1963 (hereinafter 
referred to as the said scheme); 

NOW, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 4 of the Charitable Endowments 
Act, 1890 (6 of 1890), and upon the applications as afore- 
said, the Central Government hereby directs that the said 
property shall vest in the Treasurer of Charitable Endow- 
ments for India to be held by him and his successor in 
office and directs that the said property and the income 
thereof shall be applied in accordance with the terms set 
out in the said scheme. 

THE SCHEDULE 

A sum of Rs. 50,000/- invested on behalf of the Sarada 
Ranganathan Endowment for Library Science in Fixed De- 
posil with the Tamil Nadu Industrial Investment Corporation 
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Limited Madras vide their Fixed Deposit Receipt No. 19022, 
dated 22nd August, 1972. 

[No F. 4-l/71-CAI(3)] 
A. S. TALWAR, Under Secy. 

rNtr qtrMTR 

(ttfrtnrR q^r) 

^4 6 7Rr4, 1973 

qrr. stt. ins. — (iw> qfrRTR Frer ariHrtRqrr, 

1950, (1950 qrT 64) fa WT7T 44 fa RTf-URT (2) 4 

4? (trqo 3RT lETfr qifq-dirt *6T JEqfiT TTt4 fafai\ 

R7WR ERf^RT ?RHtel?Ud fRRR RRlffr 4, :— 

1. ttttt 

(1) 4 rte 4 qr rrt q frqtj R 

(RMi^R qfrq^) 1973 iftw 1 

( 2 ) JW 4ttrt, wtiVfcr tuftt 4 3rq4 nwr 
nt4<a fa 5W l 

2 . q f rvi F mr 

fR f4*n4 3W tw ttt4 4 arwvr r 

fa) ''arfwtRqR” 4 RgR qfrqirR fRmr amr h R R, 
1950 (1950 * 64) 34r4r f , 

(nr) "3m^r” 4 qtrw qr ^mr^r 3 iN4r 4, 

(R) “?rrr” 4 qfrqirR 4 irr 34r4r 4, 

(R) "qiVR?” 4 ^tlrfRRR 4? OT7T 17 ^ 4 r4r RRfsR 
. (raww qfuqf Rtvn4r 4, 

fa) “*mR$r" 4 qfw^ qrr ttrmrsT 34 r4r- 4, 

(R) “awT Rqn-W” 4 qfuw qrr arqr RiTiq^r 

44n4r 4, 

fa) “rNr” 4 qfrq^ qrr t4rr arfm^r 4 1 

3 . qfur^ qn 4 rrjt 

(1) 4wnr 4 4 m-h 44'(9 r rrtr ?t 4 : — 
fa) 4trr qr srtR^r, srf T4 t4r qforq qr amrej 
4rt 1 

(CD 4rtr qr uRTtRsr, s4 5% qf?R^ m vfar srmv 

4rt i 

(R) 4trr qrr twm-irqi, ^tl fq; qfrq^ qn t4r 

arr? 44r i 

(R) 4fRR 4 qidMId f^RTR tfiT qRTR I 

(s.) 4 irr 4 Ritwqj 4^4 tr4 ^tret qr rotr i 

(R) fqvvft RfTRRT qfrR^ qq tJR! qfqfqtR I 
(U) f4e# RR7 fRRR qrr Ifa qf44ftT I 
(R) ^ RRq RRW 1 

(Ri) qfrq^R fRRR tr4^i?( «4 4 ^ 44fqf«r i 
(3r) ■Jii4i<ti 44Virt ^TRifRqT, qrr rjq; 
qfqMqr | 

(a) fRwft fq«fq?q7iwq 4 ot 4 4 gt qfqtqtir i 
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(3) fTwfr kkkTRTq 4 SRT kk 

ik'kuK'i^ k Rink k -arir *1 cr^ 
qfkk i 

(s) qlkk RmR 4 qrkkrk qq qn qMkk i 
(a) kkk 4 k qtkkr i 

(or) q^r kkk, qnk fw, kt kq 

kkiRpr, nr?r m+u i 

(q) ffk »k qq T* nt#ik i 

C*r) fkk qfa^ k qMkn i 

(T) tkk Rrkrfk fkfrr fkRT qq I 

(tr) fak fqqqtr qrftrqrrn, frrk qq kkkr i 

(q) qfnrr faknepr qq <?n hWh i 

(q) k fak q^? qT?kT qq k sfakfa i 

(q>) qqkwrk n fkk 3 r?t anqq^rqi ■hh^ ?k ?k f 
qq qfqfqf*rpr qrk 4 fk q$kk Rmn £RT 

qR sqtqrPTT *FTT ^TTtfkPT fk7T 3TPTT t I 

(t) fkk fakkiRpr q5 fkn# qrwq tAhrt 4 

kr i 

(2) kkrf 4 arwr^r, qqrRrer, aprr ^msr^r kr ar^r 
yrk k fk^kr qkk yWR sr r k 
kk i 

4. k'y “PJ 4 kk 

km q-ap kkr k fktk qkq kk, kkn| 4 
kfnq k* k?kr 4 Wife-, kkk qq jpirt 
qkt kc qkn knqnT kk sk kAnr m ^wr^r 
sm kkfkr fqk qrkt i 

6. Vfy-cpi qq *ptw sk *rr »rtc w4 4 krv k 
arkmw : 

k? 1 kkr ®pt rtpt ak qk n 5prF3 ak 4 
#r k apkn g+nr =— 

(qo kk qr kw fw f kr qRr k km fkft 

R^T mPTRPT £RT k mk f I 

(bt) k^ sk fkkkn gtfera km nm t, m 

OT) kq kkqs vj^tt ^-sfkr kkr artpTtr 4 war 
f^rr^nfr kt nk t, ^ 

C*D «rf? annTr^r: ?Rifape k^fr k knw 

^ tnv f<rk arkknr «rm ^tt kk 

on T^ f'tikl ^rpf k \j tr^ii ^rfk kr ft (fk^pr 

fr^Nw ^ wr k, ^ fTqkre 4 T7), ™“ 

3t?t ^ fkk^K ^rk t? kkk yyw ^ttt 
krk k ^rt yifTR kkf kt nyftr 
•srfy «!hi kw" k kkk ht^'r k ^^ptt .kn - . 
^rr 

(s.) 3Rraf5T ikkr af^r ■y ^ ep <rf < rsr ^TRnr ?tt 
^■trtt k kk fkfcr k i 

6. kr<^ ^ akVrfki! kkr?r k ?rk*T i 
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7. «pkMk 

kpnr 22 4 ;jwkf 4 ar^rn kY^ ^tt <rE kw 
kk^ani k wkk arkv 4 fkk T7 rkn 

fqmk grrr sk kkr^ wtt rtfr ik^rr TVot ’rtt k 1 k? 
w qT^k^w 4 kp^ qrq k^, wfl 1 ?k kk fnrw, 
ankr gm, k k k arky 4 kkr fkft k 
HTPRfT k rrtrt ®pt t kV wykwk k ^■■^'fk' 
kfk ky^ hi ^ krwFT kT kr^rr fk qRfT kk 
w qrk qrrw < (j 1 j n i 

8. art^, otw^t, arw? Tqn^r ’qr q?w gm ank qq ^ 
^T R i q ’ 4 

(D kkk ^nrq?R k kriW kikr 4m kkrf qrr 
arPT^r, t^t^t, anr rt arq^ q^ ^ ptritt 

4 1 1 

( 2 ) kkr^ ^ w qrr k tr kk - ^ fm k ankn 
kN; ; TRqrr ptfttt kNm qrr k^rr arraT ?“ ^t kkk 
rt^tr 5rt PTRnpr k wifcq k Rnkr ^ ky k h k 
Rkkr <r 3trt q^ ikr k snkTT, kk k # k k 

qpel k i 

9. 3Rvrk 'tkRT wrt 

kkr^ k ankkra frw rtir kkk rt^r ?rt qk 
k^iW wrt rtt ankir, wf k pr JFU7 fk£Rr ikqr 
n^rr w arkar k fek tjRTq kk kyk kk 
k q?' y^Rq krwr wft qi! *rrm k, 'ikRr wrt r 
skr k k qi ^3 rt q^ k tn< «i qn^rr i 

10. rtwI kik ?mrt, kfq; qtrqq 4 kfkkrk «tr 

kkprV k «rr^ ^k 1 qk 

ark R'iwt 4 krk fqw wr ^ k^ 4 ww k, 
qikr^ qq kk k krkkRr qr qkkk ^^RiTPr qk 1 kk i 

11. qfr^ Jag! 

qfrq^ qrr qk yk apm kRTfkysra - Rprk k # 

?9> <hi qq kRTR k woit; q yi kRT : — 

(1) mr rrtP 4 kfiRr jrrt kpr qq ktik qqfik 

3fTRk i 

(2) kik k arrjkr 4 kfuqT 3 t?r i 

(3) fPTq RnrTkrf i 

(4) kkk q^ fk ^knk i 

(5) kk kV rrt 4 fk kk, kf ak qq 
fqki kV ^-^Vqjk k w krk k 
writ i 

' (6) k (5) k fktqk kk k kk 4 Tk ^q- 
^ qqrk kV ^ kk ^ kmrkr i 

(7) f-RTR ^RT qqk sq k kfTarf 4 kfw apq 

rtwt kk kr, 4 rtr4 cs- tot ^ i 
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12 — MVrq Ml 4 thicH wri Ml jrfwr^r 

0) qfr99 M 7r#rf jf qnr V qnr ?m Motr qrVrft, 

atft g q *5 r qq M qfw^ 999 ajft VeI t^tt# 97 

Mot qVMt fsrr^rr fMsTfrT 3719157 ^ttt f^fmr 97797 i 

(2) qfr^ M TjqT# M 77T9 rRTOp qnM 3H9$r qf?q 

Ml MsMf 4 IMM fdWf 99 IWM 9^97 I 

(3) «fW 4 faM tOTrfVnr wtfsr t! qr*7 tI qnr Mr 
fVr q*M Titrq-, qf+qq M 7r»fl tp^M M 4W qll tttMbt, 
+ 1 * 1*1 ■stT? 7*mr M qrV M <^*u MsVit, 

«pttM fa 39 - MotpT 4 twr 4=- 4tf Tf^rm Mapq 
auqqqq ; q# #tt fafa' faM fafaM TmW - faw Vt 
*isf # » 

13— 1 Wq «i*3^ 

(1) sreq^r, Maw itm- 97 Mfa +mr tot*# tI' w 
Sin Mqr qH amMI, qfar^ qfl cot fafa Msq; vfFHii 

mmF M; Mrft qM M VtH MM tI aTfaq; Mrk MotM 9 # 

tM 1 

( 2 ) 779 fatfq Mot; q5 faM fafa9 979 q! ttw 99 
faprl qfl T9 Ml + 1 V 1 • h Mt amWI MM Ms ^ M trrf 
i faM n+nilW f #7 977 M ttw qrM twr 97 far^oM 
# MMnr qll arM i 

C3) Motf> 4 faM fauftrr mAsr 4 qnr # qr*r MM far 

qrsM ttMt, 779 + 9 ! M faMr M 99 Ml 75997 »Mtt #7 
9ttM Tmr qmf 75 M MV fai qf unT Ml 995 MV MVnr 1 

14— : 

TiMt, 5T7T 7H9+7rf # Mot; Ml 7^997 q! 77(9 7?T9 

Tmnrn trt fccqfoTTrf Trfar qn#cM Ml ufa, #7 # 
qfTNTlW Ml steMI 1 

15 — MM Iwr •. 

Mqw 12 M Timifl 4 qN^q anw t^M ttt fVrfl 
■H9W M qiVq^ 4 M*inM MV Vttt hth^i 779 M Ml ^^ifTT 
4 wttt 4 M M 9-i4'h, 4I M w?*ra sr# f arlV MttM 
tMM M qf7^ Ml IWitTTfrt Ml njsrr am^qifli f ?nn 

qft^ if# ^5TTi M fTT IWr 97 f^7 9T7MI 1 

is— irornr Ml : 

MM # 7TTW M fq! IqrMI TmJTTNT 9V^! >V Mf ITOTT 

TSRT ^T?7tT M, Mf^PTT 1‘^^H Tri#r (?M 97799 Ml 

Tfqsrr Trqr ^nM hhVst M qrrr’ort qn - fVrr^r <*£&> 4 TVi <1 

fsrofiVTr m7V tI qnr # qnr is ^ 9?M ttIMa M MsMt i 
^ttMI 9ilMr 4 99RfM: faxpifl M+ft +1^9 Ml ^ 
irfM 7nvr <amqr tfh# M qfo-Tnfarrr Ml arrMfl i 

17—9999^ 4w*4r 3TOTV : 

q ?< q i qi| m M 'T> #rq> qrr 7r9T9f7T79" artT^r ^ttt iV> *i i 
arrMn ^tiMI ai^MWM M TO9f ailV qMrt M^ 
#7 ##1 M- Ms-qs 99 TnnqfnTq- am s^ntTr^r Ml 


[Part II — 


arspriWrr M yq+ql M MV ttt Mot 99 ansr^r 

#9 MIM wf 5T7T fnqff+iq IVttt arrMnT i 

is— M ttt j 

Titgrr <ttt tttfM 99 Mr^r #9 i 

ig— M t 9 M arvrq- M #-«p 99 mu : 

(1) ttM Vs-q; M IMM M#ttt tett M anM VV M 39^7 
M 7 4 *r M M Mrqr y+r hkTo tot tMMtt q> < 4f 
airMfl ^«99 ?9 v{M arwrssr ^ttt an#n 1 

( 2 ) #3 tMMtt V 59 ; M IVw 7T97T tI anM 44 4 

■37^97 M< -H *i'^q 9 M M 'i 9?^?^ TT^PT M< *l qil 

3r^ql'+9?cT M 9T97^ qf7^ 4 9mM 99 tW 57575 qn 44 I 

20 — 9?,9fl ffTTT 97# 99 MV mi tqi qr 41 'I* 1 II t 

Cl) #91 M 7# ttM 7T»fl IRT# 97, S9fwr TT^Mf 
7IT7T 9^97T MMot IV^T 4 M 9 T I 

(2) 99! 7T9PT H?iqpT UTOT #1 Ml IPW M 3f\7T^r M 

95TTTT 9T IVufqi^qi 971 9 K 9197 #9 I 

( 3 ) 7if99 M qfVr^ qH ^tfart M mft tM 99 3^^997 
M-h qrTj 9 M fqrrfl Mi qi M 759979 #1 99 arftOTT? 9 # 
#9 1 

21— 9nM»[7T : 

( 1 ) 9 W 9 ! MMqi qH q97 r qi?9t 99 q>4\fl TriM9 fi7T 

V 9 R IMnt tttMtt 37 I 7 wVM 9 M qlVq^ M 9979 ! M qh- 

9T?47T 1M^7 3nMn7 77*9 9797919; 9M 99%r7 15799 ; M 9 M 

fqr9T miMjit ajIV 97 I wMI r^qiiM V wr M 7757 arrMrr 1 

( 2 ) 977|q! MVm qtf qiMqiifl ttMH qq^Mr 97 ^tthtMI 
4*6 Ti # 3it*it;7 4 8779^77 S I*!, 3PT 9’9i IM FTOMI Mo tj # 
9^359 q#V 7 T 9 W q-iM'ira M 77 M 7 M tr+rlMM anqftr 99TT9 
if* IM 9M 9979 99 9 9T Sp^of 7ST M MraT 99T M #7 
977 ^rni'i M 3fW^r ; Moqi M 99^799" TT^wl 4 7T9T +1 
TT9f^77 M VtI 779lt»79 9^91 fMM 99 tIw TlWi ir 3^ IV 

37i9^r ?T7T TftrUMrr qo^n qH < 5^9 atft 99 97 rrwr 
fqM 9 MM 1 

22 — >n # : 

99V 77 T 79 4 arfMVw MM MV 7797*7 ariw Ml 
37977^9 frr97 ?9 ttt 77 VM Ma qrf M 1 3 km?i-w 7997 f nt 

9TrqH qf?^ qfl 7197997 M snMsfl 1 

23 — t9:75OT 977 9777 : 

qfrq^ qq JpMq; tt^w IWI 4 mrr&r &r M IV 79 
ifm 9?nV sn tM Tfqrarf 4 1 qrqr qrrM M IMM ^ Trf 
TTFflV fsRJOT <7?r 9T77 9F9 qrM CRT 3lflTqfTM iMTT I 

577. 15# q. 4f, (15)/ 72 J 

9T. am. VsMI, 777599 TTfMr 
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MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, the 6th January, 1973 

S.O. 168. — In exercise of the powers, conferred by clause 
of sub-section (2) of section 44 of the Road Transport 
rporations Act, 1950 (64 of 1950), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby makes the following rules, namely: — 

1. Short Title: 

(1) These rules may be called the Delhi Transport 
Corporation (Advisory Council) Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the official Gazette. 

2. Definitions: 

In these rules, unless the context otherwise requires, 

(a) 'Act 1 means the Road Transport Corporations Act. 
1950 (64 of 1950); 

(b) ‘Chairman’ means the Chairman of the Council; 

(c) ‘Corporation’ means the Delhi Transport Corpora- 
tion 

(d) ‘Council’ means the Advisory Council constituted 
under section 17 of the Act; 

(e) ‘Junior Vice Chairman’ means the Junior Vice 
Chairman of the Council; 

(f) ‘Secretary’ means the Secretary of the Council; 

(g) ‘Vice Chairman’ means the Vice Chairman of the 

Council. 


3. Constitution of the Council: 

The Council shall consist of the following members, name 
ly: 

(a) The Chairman of tile Corporation, who shall be ex- 
officio Chairman of the Council. 

(b) Vice-Chairman of the Corporation who shall be ex- 
officio Vice Chairman of the Council. 

(c) General Manager of the Corporation, who shall be 
ex-officio Junior Vice Chairman of the Council. 

(d) Head of the Trafllc Department of the Corporation. 

(e) Head of the Mechanical Engineering Department of 
the Corporation. 

(f.) One representative of the Delhi Metropolitan Coun- 
cil. 

(g) One representative of the Delhi Municipal Corpora- 
tion. 

(h) Two Members of Parliament. 

(i) Two representatives of the Delhi Transport Corpora- 
tion workers. 

(j) One student representative of the Jarnia Milia Isla- 
mia, Delhi. 

(k) Two representatives of boys students of Delhi Uni- 
versity. 

(l) One representative of the girl students of the Delhi 
University to be nominated by the Vice Chancellor 
of that University. 

(m) One representative of Central Government emplo- 
yees. 

(n) Two representatives of labour. 

(o) Chief Welfare Officer, Department of Personnel, 
Cabinet Secretariat, Government of India. 

(p) One representative of the Delhi Cantonment Board. 


(q) One representative of the Delhi Police. 

(r) One representative of the Delhi Public Works De- 
partment. 

(s) One representative of the Delhi Development Autho- 
rity. 

(t) One representative of the Directorate of Transport, 
Delhi. 

(u) One representative of the New Delhi Municipal 
Committee. 

(v) Tour persons to be nominated by the Central Gov- 
ernment to represent users or any other interesti 
considered necessary, 

(w) Dean of Students Welfare, University of Delhi. 

(2) The Chairman, the Vice Chairman, junior Vice-Chair- 
man and other members of the Council shall be appointed by 
the Central Government. 

4. Secretary of the Council: 

T he Corporation shall appoint a Secretary who shall, under 
th; control and direction of the Council, exercise such powers 
and perform such duties as may be delegated to him by the 
Council or the Chairman. 

5. Disqualifications for being chosen as or for being a 
member of the Council: 

A person shall be disqualified for being chosen as, or 
for being, u member of tne Council: — 

(a) if he is of unsound mind and stands so declared by 

a competent Court; or 

(b) if he has been adjudged an insolvent; or 

(c) if he has been convicted of an offence involving 
moral turpitude; or 

(d) if hp has directly or indirectly, any interest in any 
subsisting contract made with, or in any work being 
done for, the Corporation (except as a shareholder 
not being a director) in an incorporated company, 
provided that where he is a share-holder he shall 
disclose to the Central Government the nature and 
extent of shares held by him in such company; or 

(e) if he has any financial interest in any other road 
transport undertaking or corporation. 

6. The members of the Council shall serve in an honorary 
capacity. 

7. Term of Office; 

Subject to the provisions of rule 22 a member of the Coun- 
cil, shall hold office for a period of two years from the date 
of the notification appointing him a member of the Council 
and shall be eligible for re-appointment, provided that the 
Central Government may, by order, terminate the member- 
ship of any member during the said term of two years and 
any out-going member shall continue in office until the noti- 
fication of the appointment of his successor. 

8. Resignation of office by the Chairman, the Vice-Chair- 
man, the Junior Vice-Chairman or by a member 

(1) The Chairman, the Vice-Chairman, the Junior Vice- 
Chairman or a member of the Council may resign his office 
by giving notice in writing to the Central Government. 

(2) The office of a member of the Council shall fall vacant 
from the date on which his resignation is accepted or on the 
expiry of thirty days from the date of receipt of resignation 
by the Central Government, whichever is earlier. 

9. Temporary vacancies: 

A casual vacancy in the Council shall be filled by a fresh 
appointment made by the Central Government provided that 
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ft member so appointed shall hold office for the period for 
which the member whose place he Jills would have held office 
if the vacancy had not occurred, 

10. Vacancies amongst members not to invalidate acts or 
proceedings of the Council. 

No act or proceeding of the Council shall bo invalid by 
reason only of the existence of any vacancy amongst its 
members. 

11. Functions of the Council: 

The functions of the Council shall be to advise the Cor- 
poration on all or any of the following matters: — 

(i) questions relating to routes on which the services will 
be operated; 

(ii) questions relating to frequencies of services: 

(iii) time tables; 

(iv) amenities for the passengers; 

tv) the erection of stands, sheds for passengers and goods 
and the setting up of depots, sub-depots and bus 
stations; 

(vi) the purchase or acquisition of sites and lands suitable 
for any of the purposes specified in clause (v); 

(vii) Any other matter relating to the services operated by 
the Corporation, which the Corporation may place 
before the Council, 

12. Procedure for the conduct of the meeting of the 
Connell. 

(1) The Council shall meet at least once in two months 
and save as aforesaid the Council shall meet at such times 
and at such places as the Chairman may fix. 

(2) The Chairman may, in consultation' with the members 
of the Council, decide on any specified dates for the meet- 
ings of the Council. 

(3) The Secretary shall send intimation of the date, time 
and place of the meetings to all the members of the Coun- 
cil at least three days Before the date fixed for the meet- 
ing: 

Provided that it shall not be necessary to send intimation 
for meetings in respect of which specified dates have 
been fixed. 

13. Special Meeting: 

(1) The Chairman shall, on the written requisition of not 
less than seven members, call a special meeting of the Coun- 
cil provided however that there shall not be move than three 
such special meetings in any year. 

12) The written requisition for a special meeting shall be 
accompanied by a list of the subjects which are proposed to 
be discussed at the meeting with notes on each subject. 

(3) The Secretary shall send intimation of a special meet- 
ing to the members at least three days before the date fix- 
ed for the meeting together with a copy of the agenda and 
of the notes. 

14. Agenda: 

A copy of the agenda with the notes, if any, shall ordi- 
narily be circulated by the Secretary to the members along- 
wilh the notice of the meeting. 

15. Special Subjects: 

Notwithstanding anything contained in rule 12, the Chair- 
man may himself place or allow any member to place for 
the consideration of the Council any matter not included in 
the agenda on which advice or recommendations of the Coun- 


cil arc urgently required and the Council shall consider the 
matter at such meeting. 

16. Notice of the proposition: 

Any member who desires to move any proposition at any 
ordinary meeting .shall send notice of such propo- 
sition together with a brief note, setting out the reason 
in support of the proposition to the Secretary at least 15 days 
in advance of the date fixed for the meeting. A copy of such 
notice with the note shall ordinarily be circulated to the mem- 
bers as soon as, possible after the receipt thereof. 

17. Chairman to preside: 

Every meeting of the Council shall be presided over by the 
Chairman and in his absence by the Vice Chairman and in 
the absence of both the Chairman and Vice-Chairman, by the 
Junior Vice-Chairman. In the absence of the Chairman, the 
Vice-Chairman and the Junior Vice-Chairman such one of 
the members present and chosen by them from amongst 
Ihcmselves shall be the Chairman for that meeting. 

18. Quorum: 

Ten members including the Chairman shall form a quorum. 

19. Adjourned Meeting for want of Quorum: 

(1) If, wllhin half an hour from the time appointed for 
the meeting, the quorum is not present, the meeting shall be 
adjourned, to a dale to be fixed by tho Chairman. 

(2) If at the adjourned meeting, the quorum is not present 
within half an hour from the time appointed for that meet- 
ing, the members present shall proceed to transact the busi- 
ness before the Council notwithstanding the absence of the 
quorum. 

20. Questions to be decided by majority: 

( 1 ) All questions coming before a meeting shall be decided 
by the majority of the votes of the members present and vot- 
ing. 

(2) In the case of an equality of votes, the Chairman shall 
have a second or casting vote. 

(3) The Secretary shall have the right of taking part in 
the discussions of the Council but shall not have the right 
to vote at any meeting, 

21. Minutes: 

(1) The minutes of the proceedings of every meeting shall 
be drawn by the Secretary and circulated to the members of 
the Council as early as possible and thereafter recorded in a 
minute book which shall be kept for permanent record. 

(2) The minutes of the proceedings of each meeting shall 
be signed by the Chairman at a succeeding meeting, unless 
any member present at the previous meeting objects to the 
minutes as having been incorrectly or incompletely recorded, 
in which case, the Chairman after taking the sense of the 
members present at the meeting may make such amendments 
in the minutes as he thinks proper and the amended minutes 
shall then be confirmed and signed by the Chairman. 

22. Vacation of office: 

Tf any member, other than an ex-officio member, absents 
himself from three consecutive meetings, without (he permis- 
sion of the Chairman, he shall cease to be a member of the 
Council. 

23. Free bus pass: 

Every member of the Council shall be entitled to receive 
one nil route free bus pass for travel by the services operated 
by the Corporation in the Union Territory of Delhi. 

[No, 15-TAG (15) /72| 
N, R. REDDY, Joint Secy. 
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(to afti 4,4 qfq 

((to- ifamrc kum) 

k^k, 25 TOTOT7, 1972 

mkr 

wr- w. i69 .— tot q>ftk tow kf rm f k ?trft 
aiR^r k kktks kmk k k ftftft (ft 

(ft vT^k WETO TOR k ^Ttu^vfr kkroft 

mro f^ror k Rmrok ft mrojrff kkmk 

atfl g-rk (fkknk k (fk f^s aii'^i hi '( i kTR k^TOITT k; 

aif? toe kkk -row grff k^ k mkkkmr k k^ 

kkkrr tutt wftk mu^ft f: 

3KT;, anr, aft^ftk 7 ?; krr^ arkfrom, 1947 (1947 m 

14) qft (JET 10 3TOT (1) k ?jns (d) fTOT IP^T tffkmk 

4T fi'k'M (Rif k*ftk TOtfiTt tJcT^WT gTcf k"Tffi k 

gw arkkror qft wr 7-*f; k anfftr kkr kkk tow 
aftfftkffi arkwr (towt 3) tottn qft TOrokkro k 
kt? trofkra- wft k 1 

3T^k 

“tott ftrof (ft (ft ersk wiror nwr ^ sft ?*k ^qn- 
«^ft kkrok, tiw kw^m (wmD k mMtHH qft 
(ft kwro kr, mrmft tyr qrk qk k 20 ankr, 1972 ft 
w ft iM qft wfark Rkkrr k? «rk qftft, k (kw 
tw 3F^k q>T k?” 

[wt rjfr/ 20 12/13 i/72-wr.3rn.-2l 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND REHABILITATION 
(Department ol Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 25th November, 1972 

S.O. 169. — WHEREAS the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the emp- 
loyers in relation to the management of East Kumardhubi 
Colliery of Messrs. Shrce Shree Lakshmi Narain Bhagwan 
Trust, Post Office Chirkunda, District Dhanbad and their work- 
men in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed ; 

AND WHEREAS the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 3), Dhanbad, Consti- 
tuted under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of East Kumar- 
dhubi Colliery of Messrs. Shree Shrce Lakshmi 
Narain Bhagwan Trust, Post Office Chirkunda 
(Dhanbad) in stopping from work Shri Deo Sharan 
Singh, Chaprasi-cum-Night Guard, with effect from 
the 20th August, 1972, is justified 7 If not, to what 
relief the workman is entitled ? 

[No. L/2012/131/72-LRIL] 

k k^ft, 2 k*TR7, 1972 
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kfTOTET t I 
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am-., arr, aftfkkw k^ arttikw, 1947 (1947 (ffi 

14) tlft (TT7T 10 qft TTfTTTT (1) ^ O ’’5 ((f) ^ 4li I q"<fW 

kkckf qr jpuk ^rft kkk itto-u urpjtjm tw 
kn^ k 7W arktroro kf wrr k arifk qkrr 
arkqiTor (ft. 1), RjRk «fft ^R?c|gf t i q 
k kr? kftkrr (fnrft k 1 1 


“wr kkrtft kk k nT-wsfi kt, (ft ar^?r iftk, 
tm ! T7TRft, ik-dk kk, tfrk qft ^nk qft 
tFkkrk ksr kV TOtkkra- «ft? qk k (rftki 
krr anpik w f ? 

[ft. TvT. 41012/32/72/t7Tr. 3TE.-3] 


New Delhi, the 2nd December, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 170. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Western Railway and their workmen in respect 
of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, m exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal (No. 1), Bombay constituted under section 
7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Western Rail- 
way, in dismissing Shri Abdul Rahim, Telegraph 
Peon, Western Raflway J Kota was legal and justified 7 
If not, to what relief is the workman entitled ? 

[No. L. 41012/32/72/LRHr] 
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(k gtpr aikkqq qft wrrr 7-(fi k arftk qkr kkk bwr 
okmRnr (ftisro 2 ) k ^mkulVT k kq 
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[fTOTT 'l?r/20012/92/72-r3'. am.-2] 
‘TX't'ei ffj d, TO *1 

New Delhi, the 20th December, 1972. 

ORDER 

S.O. 171. — Whereas the Central Government is of opi- 
nion that an industrial dispute exists between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of Monidih Project 
of Messrs. National Coal Development Corporation Limi- 
ted, Post Office Monidih, District Dhanbad and their work- 
men in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, 
constituted under section 7A of the said Act, 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Monidih 
Project of Messrs. National Coal Development Cor- 
poration Limited, Post Office, Monidih, District 
Dhanbad, in down-grading Shri Prabit Kumar 
Pandey from the post of Compressor Fitter Cate- 
gory-IV to the post of Compressor Helper Cate- 
gory-11, on the minimum of the pay scale, is justi- 
fied? If not, to what relief is the workman en- 
titled?" 

[No. L/20012/92/72-LRH] 
New Delhi, the 6th January, 1973 

S.O. 172. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes tho following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, No. 3, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Khas Dharmaband Colliery of Messrs Khas Dharmaband 
Colliery Company (Private) Limited, Post Office Malkera, 
District Dhanbad and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 2nd January, 1973. 

1 

[No. 1/12/66-LRH.] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy, 
CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LAB- 
OUR COURT NO. 3, DHANBAD 

Reference No. 67 of 1968 


Present i 

Shri B. S. Tripathi — Presiding Officer. 

Parties 1 

Employers in relation to the Khas Dharmaband Colliery 
of M/s. Khas Dharmaband Colliery Company (P) 
Limited, P.O. Malkera, Dist, Dhanbad 

AND 


Their Workmen, 

Appearances : 

For Employers — ShriS. S. Kapoor, Advocate Shri B. loshi, 
Advocate on behalf of Sethia Mining & Manufac- 
turing Corporation Ltd. — added as a party as per 
Order No, 21 dated 9-4-70. 


For Workmen — Shri P. K. Bose, Advocate. 

Industry : Coal. State : Bihar. 

Dhanbad, the 23rd December, 1972 
AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of Labour, Emp- 
loyment & Rehabilitation, (Department of Labour & Employ- 
ment) being of the opinion that an industrial dispute exists 
between the above-mentioned parties, by their Order No. 1/ 
12/66-LRn dated the 1-12-66 referred the said dispute under 
Section 10(l)(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 to the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad for adju- 
dication of the matters specified in the schedule of reference. 
The schedule is as follows ; — 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of the Khas 
Dharmaband Colliery of M/s. Khas Dharamaband 
Colliery Company (P) Limited in refusing to treat 
the workmen, whose names and designations are 
given in the annexure, as permanent workmen, and 
thereby denying them the privileges available to 
permanent workmen of the colliery, was justified ? 
If not, to what relief are the workmen entitled ? 


ANNEXURE 


Sl.No 

Name 

Designation 

1. 

Shri Musafir Singh 

Line Mazdoor 

2. 

„ Dasai Singh 

Trammer 

3. 

„ Rampati Singh 

Drilling 

4. 

„ Kirishan Bahadur . 

Night Guard 

5. 

„ T.S. Row 

Tub Checker 

6. 

Shri Binon Kumar . 

Tub Checker 

7. 

„ Mukta Sirkar . 

Lamp Mazdoor 

8. 

„ Birjanandan Singh . 

Trammer 

9. 

„ Bisto Mahato . 

Line Mazdoor 

10. 

„ Karamchand Rcwani 

Timber Mazdoor 

11. 

„ Rameshwar Singh 

Tub Checker 

12. 

„ Bhagirath Rajak 

Lamp Mazdoor 

13. 

„ Ramain Gopc . 

Body Searcher 

14. 

„ Ganpat Sah 

Bailing Mazdoor 

15. 

„ Ramsaran Singh 

Trammer 

16. 

„ Rambilash Mali 

-Do- 

17. 

„ Tilak Rewani . 

Tub Loading Mazdoor 

18. 

„ Mahadeo Dusadh 

Trammer 

19. 

„ Rameshwar Mahato 

C.C.M. Helper 

20. 

„ Durjodhan Rewani . 

Line Mazdoor 

21. 

„ Rambilash Singh 

Trammer 

22. 

„ Sarju Singh 

C.C.M. Helper 

23. 

„ Suresh Ram . 

Dusting Mazdoor 

24. 

„ K.P. Mitra . 

Camp Lamp Repairer 

25. 

„ Upendar Rewani 

Lamp Mazdoor 

26. 

„ Alkha R^jbhar 

Dusting Mazdoor 

27. 

„ Janu Mahato . 

Tub unloading Mazdoor 

28. 

„ Ram Singhasan Singh 

C.C.M. Helper 

29. 

„ Jogindar Modak 

Pump Khalasi 

30. 

„ Chotu Mahato. 

Drilling 

31. 

„ Ram Tunak Singh , 

Trammer 

32. 

„ Ch. Bhuban Rewani 

-Do- 

33. 

„ Dhirja Mahato 

Tub unloading Mazdoor 

34. 

„ Ramu Mahato 

Onscter 

35. 

„ Tarachand Rewani . 

Drilling 

36. 

„ Jiban Mahato . 

Pump Khalasi 

37. 

„ Manu Rewani . 

Dusting Mazdoor 

38. 

„ Hardeo Singh , 

-Do- 
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Sl.No Name 

Designation 

39. 

Shrl Hazai Mahato 

General Mazdoor 

40. 

„ Gopi Gope 

-Do- 

41. 

„ Gopichand Yadav . 

-Do- 

42. 

„ Meghu Mahato 

-Do- 

43. 

„ Judopado Rewani 

-Do- 

44. 

„ Akhtar Mian . 

-Do- 

45. 

„ Mahabir Rewani 

-Do- 

46. 

„ Rameshwar Mahato 

-Do- 

47. 

,, Shana Pandit . 

-Do- 

48. 

„ Muneshwar 

-Do- 

49, 

„ Kalamath Gope 

-Do- 

50. 

„ Bikarma Gope 

-Do- 

51. 

„ Anirka Singh , 

-Do- 

52. 

„ Ramphal Mohali 

-Do- 

53. 

„ Ram Awadhesh Singh 

-Do- 

54. 

„ Dibnarain Yadav 

-Do- 

55. 

Srimati Biflya Chamain . 

Kamin 

56. 

,, Keshlya Chamain . 

-Do- 

57. 

,, Bhagiya Chamain 

-Do- 

58, 

,, Tukri Chamain 

-Do- 

59, 

„ Panwa Bhuiani 

-Do- 

60. 

„ Sibiya Bhuiani 

-Do- 

61. 

„ Dashni Bhuiani 

-Do- 

62. 

„ Binda Kamarin 

-Do- 

63.’ 

,, Mundri Kamarin 

-Do- 

64. 

„ Santi Rewanin 

-Do- 

65. 

„ Panwa Harin . 

-Do- 

66. 

„ Kuni Harin 

Do- 

67. 

,, Bcluna Harin . 

-Do- 

68. 

„ Sugiya Mahatwain . 

-Do- 

69. 

„ Lagni Mahatwain 

-Do- 

70. 

„ Lilmani Rewanin 

-Do- 

71. 

„ Wabi Majhian 

-Do- 

72. 

„ Hazra Bibi 

-Do- 

73. 

„ Samli Mahatwain 

-Do- 

74. 

„ Taguni Mahatwain . 

-Do- 

75. 

,, Saroni Rewanin 

-Do- 

76. 

„ Kanni Rewanin 

-Do- 

77. 

„ Bijli Rewain 

-Do- 

78. 

„ Fulmani Rewanin . 

-Do- 

79. 

„ Upasi Mahatwain . 

-Do- 

80. 

„ Jatnuna Napitain 

-Do- 

81. 

Shri Chhotan Bhuian 

General Mazdoor 

82. 

„ Nageshwar Bhuian . 

-Do- 


II. Whether the action of the management of the said 
colliery in stopping the privilege, with effect from 
the 1st January, 1966, of providing conveyance free 
of charge or paying conveyance charges in lieu thereof 
for transporting the dependants of the workman of 
the said colliery from the colliery premises to the 
regional or central hospital of the Coal Mines Wel- 
fare Organisation, Dhanbad and back, for treatment, 
as and when advised by the medical officer of the 
management was justified ? If not, to what relief are 
the workmen entitled ? 


2 . The reference was received by the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad on 14-12-66 and was regis- 
tered there as reference No. 161 of 1966. Later on as 
per Ministry’s Order No, 8/25/67-LRJI dated the 8-5-67 
the reference was transferred to Central Government Indus- 
trial Tribunal No, 2. Dhanbad where it was received on 
20-5-67 and was registered as reference No. 196 of 1.96/. 
Subsequently the reference was transferred to this Tribunal 
for adjudication as per Ministry s Order No. 8/71/68-LKU 


dated the 13-8-68, The reference was received by this Tri- 
bunal on transfer on 26-8-68 and was renumbered as refer- 
ence No. 67 of 1968. 


3. The industrial dispute in question was sponsored by 
Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, Dhanbad and in the proceeding 
before the Tribunal the same union represented the workmen. 
The union filed written statement on behalf of the workmen 
on 27-2-68. The written statement of the employers, namely, 
Khas Dharmaband Colliery Co. (P) Ltd., dated 18-11-68 
was received in the Tribunal on 20-11-68. Thereafter the 
employers filed a petition to implead M/s. Sethia Mining & 
Manufacturing Corporation Ltd., in the present proceeding 
stating that they had transferred all their rights, title and 
interests in the colliery in question to M/s. Sethia Mining 
& Manufcturing Corporation Ltd,, and that the purchasers 
have changed the name of the colliery from Khas Dharma- 
band Colliery to New Dharmaband Colliery. After hearing 
the parties my predecessor-in-oflice as per his order dated 
9-4-70 accepted the submission made by the employers and 
added M/s. Sethia Mining & Manufacturing Corporation Ltd., 
as a party to the present proceeding. Tne transferee com- 
pany filed their written statement on 13-7-70. I like to men- 
tion at this place that the colliery in question was sold to 
M/s. Sethia Mining & Manufacturing Corporation Ltd., as 
per registered sale deed Ext. M-8 dated 22-10-69. The fac- 
tum of the purchase of the colliery by the Sethia Mining & 
Manufacturing Corporation Ltd., as per sale deed aforesaid, 
is no longer m dispute between the parties. 


4. As per schedule of reference there are 2 items of demand 
of the workmen. In the first item the concerned workmen 
are 82 in number and it relates to the justification or other- 
wise of the action of M/s. Khas Dharmaband Colliery Co. 
(P) Ltd., in refusing to treat the said 82 workmen as perma- 
nent workmen ana thereby denying them the privileges 
available to the permanent workmen of the colliery. So 
far as the second item of reference is concerned, all the 
workmen of the colliery are concerned in it. It relates to 
the justification or otherwise of the action of the management 
of the colliery in stopping the privilege of providing con- 
veyance free of charge or paying conveyance charges in lieu 
thereof for transporting the dependants of the workmen of 
the colliery from the colliery premises to the Regional or 
Central Hospital of the Coal Mines Labour Welfare Organi- 
zation, Dhanbad and back for treatment, as and when advised 
by the Medical Office of the management. 

5. The case of the workmen in their written statement in 
respect of the first item of reference is that all the 82 work- 
men named in the schedule of reference had been working 
since 1960 or .1961 in time scale pay on the jobs of per- 
manent nature in the colliery in question and as such these 
workmen are permanent workmen of the colliery. It is 
alleged that under the Standing Orders applicable to the 
employees of the colliery a workman engaged on a work of 
permanent nature has to be made permanent and treated as 
such after he has successfully completed service for a period 
of three months, but in spite of long standing service of the 
concerned workmen in the colliery as against the jobs of 
permanent nature, the management have not made them 
permanent and thus they have denied the previleges and 
bencfils available to permanent workmen in regard to leave, 
bonus, medical assistance, train fare etc,, to these workmen, 
The workmen further allege that the management had been 
indulging in the nefarious practice of not marking the attend- 
dance of the concerned workmen for more than 10 to 15 
days in any register, though they used to be paid wages, for 
the period they worked, through vouchers. The allegation 
is that this payment through vouchers used to be made in 
order to deprive the said workmen of the benefits available 
to permanent workmen. With regard to the second item 
of reference the case of the workmen is that the management 
had been providing conveyance free of charge or conveyance 
charges in lieu thereof to the workmen for transporting the 
dependants of the workmen from the colliery premises to the 
Regional or Central Hospital of (he Coal Mines Welfare 
Organisation, Dhanbad and back and this practice had been 
continuing for more than 10 years and thus by long usage 
the practice has become a condition of service of the work- 
men of the colliery, It is stated that the management m 
utter violation of Section 9A of Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 arbitratcly withdrew or stopped this privilege without 
any reason with effect from 1-1-66. The prayer of the 
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workmen, accordingly, is to hold, the actions of the manage- 
ment with respect to both the items of reference as unjustified. 
They further pray that the Tribunal should order to make 
the 82 workmen concerned in Item No. I of the reference 
permanent and to allow the benefits and privileges of per- 
manent workmen to them with retrospective effect and that 
the Tribunal should direct the management to continue to 
grant the privileges as mentioned in Item No. II of the 
refrence to all the workmen of the colliery and to pay to 
the concerned workmen the amount they have already spent, 
in the meantime, on this account. 

6. The case of the employers, namely, M/s. Khas Dharma- 
band Colliery Co. (P) Ltd., is that the workmen in the list 
of the item No. I of the reference were employed in the 
colliery as casual or badll workmen on temporary basis and 
they were not in permanent service. It is said that accord- 
ing to the Standing Orders applicable to the colliery, an 
employee becomes permanent when he has satisfactorily put 
in six months continued service in a permanent post and 
accordingly the concerned workmen cannot be treated as per- 
manent employees. The employers’ case further is that the 
benefits of leave, bopus, train fare etc., an employee is 
entitled to, does not depend upon permanent or temporary 
character of the sci-vice of the employee but upon the number 
of days an employee attends to his duty. So far as the se- 
cond item of reference is concerned the case of the employers 
is that there was never any practice or usage of allowing 
conveyance to the dependants of the employees free of charge 
for transporting them from the colliery premises to the 
Regional or Central Hospital of the Coal Mines Welfare 
Organisation, Dhanbad when they fall ill or to pay transport 
charges to the employees concerned and as such the question 
of discontinuance of such privilege by the employers does 
not arise. The prayer accordingly is that the reference may 
be decided against the workmen. 

7. The case of M/s. Sethia Mining & Manufacturing Cor- 
poration Ltd,, is that this company came into picture with 
respect to the colliery in question for the first time on 
22-10-69 when they purchased it on the basis of the deed 
of conveyance dated 22-10-69 from M/s. Khas Dharmaband 
Colliery Co. Ltd., and on tbo date of reference there was 
no relationship of employers and employee so far as this 
company is concerned. The submission accordingly is that 
the workmen are not entitled to any relief against this 
company. 

8. On behalf of the employers, namely, M/s. Khas Dhar- 
maband Colliery Co. (P) Ltd., the documents filed are Form 
B registers relating to the years 1963, 1964, 1965 & 1966 
(Exts. M-l to M-5), copy of Standing Orders of the Company 
Ext. M-6, copy of failure of conciliation report Ext. M-7 and 
Ext. M-8, the certified copy of the deed of conveyance dated 
22-10-69 whereby the colliery in question was transferred 
to M/s. Sethia Mining & Manufacturing Corporation Ltd., 
by M/s. Khas Dharmaband Colliery Co. (P) Ltd. All these 
documents have been exhibited on the admission of the 
workmen. On behalf of the workmen the documents exhi- 
bited are only 2 letters marked Exts, W-l & W-2. Both 
the letters have been exhibited on the admission of the 
employers. Ext. W-l is the office copy of the letter of the 
Secretary of the Union to the Agent of Khas Dharmaband 
Colliery dated 18-2-66 to treat the 82 workmen concerned 
under Item No. I of the reference as permanent. Ext. W-2 
is the office copy of the letter of the Secretary of the Union 
to the A.L.C. (Central), Dhanbad dated 29-4-66 requesting to 
take up the matter relating to the permanency of the said 
82 workmen in conciliation proceedings. On behalf of the 
employers two witnesses namely Sri G.A.M. Murthy (MW-1) 
and Sri Nabagopal Chatterjec (MW-2) have been examined. 
The only witness examined on behalf of the workmen is 
Sri A. L. Sharma (WW-1), the Organizing Secretary of the 
Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. M/s. Sethia Mining & Manufac- 
turing Corporation Ltd., did not examine any witness on their 
behalf and no document on their behalf also was exhibited. 

9. I like to mention at this place that the oral evidence 
adduced by the parties relate only to the second item of refer- 
ence, already referred to above, and the witnesses examined 
by them do not say anything so far as Item No. I of the 
reference is concerned. The workmen have not filed any 
document in proof of the allegation that the 82 workmen 
mentioned in Item No. I of the reference were permanent 
workmen. The employers, however, have filed Form B 
registers, already said above, to show the period of service 


of the concerned workmen during the relevant period. As to 
the demand of the workmen regarding the privilege of pro- 
viding conveyance free of charge or paying conveyance 
charges in lieu thereof for transporting the dependants 
of the workmen to the hospitals from the col- 
liery, the evidence of MW-1 and MW-2 is that 
there was never any such custom or practice in the 
colliery. At the time MW-1 was examined in the Tribunal 
he was working as Stenographer of the Castodian of the 
Colliery from 15-11-71 and prior to that he was working 
as Attendance Clerk in the colliery from 1-8-1963. Apart 
from the general denial of the alleged practice or custom the 
witness states that during the period of his service in tb» 
colliery once his mother had fallen ill and he had to bring 
her to Coal Mines Welfare Organization’s Central Hospital 
at Dhanbad for treatment and he had to do this at his own 
expense. In the cross-examination by the workmen the wit- 
ness states that in 1965 & 1966 he had occasions to take 
his wife and children to Katras Regional Hospital for treat- 
ment and during this occasion also he did not get transport 
facility from the colliery. From the evidence of MW-2 it 
appears that the name of the colliery was changed from 
Khas Dharmaband Colliery to New Dharmaband Colliery on 
22-10-69 when M/s. Sethia Mining & Manufacturing Cor- 
poration Ltd., purchased the colliery in question, At present 
the witness is working as Bill Clerk in this colliery and 
before that he was working in different capacities in that 
colliery from 1942. The witness states that there was no 
practice of transport for the dependants of the workmen of 
the colliery to Regional or Central Hospital at the expense 
of the company at any time. From the evidence of WW-1 
it appears that he was also in the service in the colliery for 
a considerable period. His statement in cross-examination is 
that he was working as Attendance Clerk in this colliery till 
9-11-67 and his statement in examination in chief is that 
during the period he was in service of the company, the com- 
pany was not incurring the expenses for taking the dependants 
of the employees of the company to Regional or Central 
Hospital for treatment nor the company ever paid conveyance 
charge for bringing the ailing dependants of the employees 
to the said hospitals. I have already said above that excepting 
WW-1 no other witness has been examined on behalf of the 
workmen. Thus according to the oral evidence of both the 
parties the employers never granted any facility for transport 
of the dependants of their employees In the colliery to 
Regional or Central Hospital for treatment nor they paid 
conveyance charges to the concerned employee at any time. 
I may mention at this place that no documentary evidence 
have been placed on record on the side of the workmen to 
show that such facility was granted to the employees by the 
company. 

10. In view of the above evidence on record the submis- 
sion on behalf of the employers is that since the employers 
did never grant the privilege of the transport of the depen- 
dants of the employees from the colliery to Regional or Cen- 
tral Hospital for treatment at any time, the , question of 
stopping such privilege from 1-1-66 does not arise. Similarly 
the question of justification or otherwise for stopping the 
alleged privilege also does not arise for consideration. The 
reference under Item No. II however presupposes that there 
was such a privilege which was being enjoyed by the emp- 
loyees of the colliery in question and the management stop- 
ped this privilege with effect from the 1st lanuary, 1966. In 
view of the reference made to the Tribunal, the Tribunal has 
to take as a fact that the employees were enjoying that pri- 
vilege prior to 1-1-66 and the employers stopped that privilege 
from that date. The matter to be decided by the Tribunal 
so far as this item of reference is concerned is the justification 
or otherwise of the management in stopping that privilege, 
though as pointed out above the evidence adduced on both 
the parties is that there was no such privilege. In support 
of this position I rely upon the decision of their Lordships 
of the Supreme Court reported in 1967(1)LLJ 423 (Delhi 
Cloth and General Mills Co. Limited and workmen and 
others) in which it has been held that the parties to the 
reference cannot be allowed to contend that the foundation 
of the dispute mentioned in the order of reference was non- 
existent and that the true dispute is something else. T therefore 
proceed tq discuss about the demand in question in tho light 
of the above ruling. 

11. The privilege claimed by the workmen is not in accor- 
dance with any legal right or any condition of service in the 
colliery in question. However, under certain circumstances 
a particular privilege can bo acquired by custom or usage 
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by long user. There is nothing on record to show that the 
rivilegc claimed in the present case was being enjoyed 
y the employees in the colliery in question for a long time 
so that it may have the force of one of the conditions of 
service of the employees in that colliery. In that view of 
the matter the stoppage of the alleged privilege claimed by 
the workmen cannot be said to be unjstifled on the part 
of the management. The workmen therefore arc not entitled 
to any relief so far as Item No. II of the reference is con- 
cerned. 

12. I have already said above that the first item of reference 
relates to the justification or otherwise of the action of the 
management in refusing to treat the 82 workmen mentioned 
in the list of the said item as permanent workmen and thereby 
denying them the privileges available to such workmen of the 
colliery. According to the written statement filed on behalf 
of the workmen the said 82 workmen had been working in 
Khas Dharmaband Colliery since tb,e year 1960 or 1961 on 
time scale on the jobs of permanent nature with different 
designations as mentioned in the schedule of reference. They 
have alleged further that these workmen during all this period 
were being paid through vouchers, but in the attendance regis- 
ters their attendance at one time was not shown for more 
than 10 to 15 days with some ulterior motive. According to 
the case of the management, as made out in their written 
statement, these workmen were employed as casual or badli 
workmen on temporary basis and SI. No. 62 to 80 out of 
the said 82 workmen were employed on piece rated basis, 
whenever they were employed. Neither the management nor 
the workmen have adduced any oral evidence in support 
of their respective allegations, as said above. Not a single 
workmen out of the concerned workmen has been examined 
to say that he has been working since the year 1960 or 1961 
continuously and that his attendance was not being marked 
for more than 10 to 15 days. There is also no documentary 
evidence in proof of the above allegation of the workmen. 
The alleged vouchers, on the basis of which the payments to 
the said workmen used to be made, according to the state- 
ment in the written statement of the workmen, have also 
not been called for by the workmen from the management in 
proof of their continuous service. Iu view of all these the 
ease of the workmen in the written statement is that the 
concerned workmen had been working from 1960 or 1961 
continuously and their attendance was not shown by the 
management for more than 10 to 15 days at one time 
cannot be accepted. In the same manner there is no oral 
evidence in proof of the case of the management that 
the concerned workmen had been employed as casual or 
badli workmen or to say that out of them SI. No. 62 
to 80 were employed on piece rated basis. There is also 
no document in support of the above allegation of the 
management. Accordingly the case of the management in 
this regard also cannot be accepted. 

13. On behalf of the workmen it is submitted that the 
designations of the concerned workmen of Item No. I 
of the schedule of reference shown against each name go 
to show that these workmen were employed on the jobs 
of permanent nature and accordingly these workmen should 
have been treated as permanent workmen and the refusal of 
the management in this regard is unjustified. In support of 
this contention reliance has been placed upon the decision of 
their Lordships of the Supreme Court reported in 1961(1)LLJ 
649 (Jaswant Sugar Mills Ltd., Meerut & Badri Prasad). In 
that case according to the Standing Orders applicable to the 
company a “permanent workman” was defined as one engaged 
in a permanent nature of work throughout the year who has 
completed his probationary period. While construing the • 
definition of "permanent workmen” in the said Standing 
Orders their Lordships observed that the proper 
construction of the definition of permanent workmen 

is that he must be a workman engaged on a 

work of permanent nature which lasts throughout the 

year but has completed his probationary period, if any, 

not being one engaged to fill any temporary need of extra 

hands on permanent jobs. The submission on behalf of (he 
workmen accordingly is that in the present case there is no 
evidence on the side of the management that the concerned 
workmen were taken in service on permanent jobs on account 
of a temporary need or to show that these workmen were 
casual or badli workers. The submission further is that there 
is no evidence to show that the posts which the concerned 
workmen were holding at the relevant time were not perma- 
nent posts and as such the designations of the workmen given 
in the schedule of reference must hold good and it must be 


held on that basis that the said workmen were employed on 
works of permanent nature. It is submitted that in view 
of all this the period of service is of no consequence to deter- 
mine whether a particular employee was a permanent work- 
man or not. Their Lordships in that ruling, while scrutiniz- 
ing the definition of ‘permanent workman’, have held that the 
definition did not require that such workman should be emp- 
loyed throughout the year and all that was necessary to make 
an employee a permanent workman was that the job in which 
an employee was employed must be of permanent nature 
and it must continue to exist throughout the year, the employee 
in that job must have completed the probationary period, if 
any, and he must not have been engaged to fill any temporary 
need of extra hands on permanent job. 

14. in my opinion, the above ruling docs not support the 
contention of the workmen, even on the Standing Order of 
(hat case, that mere appointmenl against a job of permanent 
nature will make an employee, a permanent workman. If 
the standing order provides for undergoing a period of pro- 
bation, the employee cannot be made permanent before the 
expiry of the probationary period. Ext. M-6 is the standing 
order relating to the present, case in which a ‘Permanent 
Employee’ has been defined in Clause 1(g) as follows : — 

“A "permanent employee’ is one who is appointed for an 
unlimited period or who has satisfactorily put in 
six months continue service in a permanent nost a* 
a probationer." 

In clause 1(h) of the standing order a probationer has been 
defined in these words : — 

“A probationer is one who is provisionally employed to 
fill a permanent vacancy and has not completed six 
months service In that post. If a permanent emp- 
ployee is employed as a probationer in a new post 
he may, at any time during the probationary period 
not exceeding six months, be reverted to his subs- 
tantive post." 

According to this definition an employee who has been 
appointed for an unlimited period will be considered as a 
permanent employee. Besides this, an employee will be a per- 
manent employee if he is posted in a permanent post as a 
probationer and the employee has completed six months con- 
tinued service as such and he has worked as such satisfac- 
torily. It comes to this, therefore, that the continued satis- 
factory service for a period of six months in a permanent 
vacancy is pre-requisite for treating an employee as a per- 
manent employee. 

15. I have already said above that the workmen have not 
adduced oral or documentary evidence and the management 
have not also adduced any oral evidence on the point under 
consideration. The management however have filed From B 
registers Exts M-l to M-5 for the years 1963 to 1966 with 
respect to the employees of the colliery in question for the 
purpose of showing that the concerned workmen were not in 
continued service for a period of six months at any time, 
so that they may be treated as permanent workmen, An 
extract from Form B registers relating to the year 1965 and 
1966 as per entries in Exts. M-3, M-4 & M-5 has been filed 
by the parties duly authenticated by their representatives who 
submitted that the extinct may be accepted as being correctly 
prepared from the registers concerned and they may be refer- 
red to for the purpose of giving award. From the said 
extract and also the connected registers it appear that 
at no point of time the employees of SI. Nos, 1 to 42, 45, 
46, 48, 50, 52, 53, & 54 out of 82 workmen of the schedule 
of reference were in service in the colliery for a continued 
period of six months. The workmen have not challenged 
the correctness of the entry in the Form B registers. On the 
other hand by accepting the extract aforesaid they have 
accepted the correctness thereof. Form B registers are statu- 
tory registers and they are maintained under Section 48 of 
the Mines Act, 1952 read with Rule 77 of the Mines Rules, 
1955. Among others the Form B registers contain the date 
of commencement of employment and the date of termination 
or leaving of employment of an employee in the colliery. 
The entries in these registers must, threfore, be presumed 
to be correct unless shown otherwise and in the present case 
it has not been shown that the entries are incorrect. In 
any view of the case, therefore, out of the 82 workmen 
concerned, the workmen mentioned against SI. Nos. 1 to 42, 
45, 46, 48, 50, 53 & 54 canDot be said to have acquired the 
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status of a permanent workman as per Standing Order referred 
to above, Accordingly, the refusal of the management to 
treat these workmen as permanent cannot be said to be 
unjustified. 

16. The aforesaid extract submitted by the parties and the 
corresponding Form B registers do not contain the names 
of the workmen against SI. Nos, 43, 44, 47, 49, 51 & 55 to 
82 of the schedule of reference. The management do not 
give any explanation as to why the names of these workmen 
do not appear in the Form B registers filed by them. The 
reference contains the names and designations of all the 82 
workmen including the aforesaid workmen of the colliery. 
It is not the case of the maifagcment that these workmen 
were not working in the colliery at any time. All that the 
management have stated in their written statement is that these 
workmen did not work continuously for a period of six months 
in the colliery at one time, It must, accordingly, be held 
that the aforesaid workmen were in the employ of the man- 
agement in the colliery in question. In view of the provi- 
sions of Section 48 of the Mines Act read with Rule 77 
of Mines Rules in the matter of maintaining Form B register, 
no distinction has been made in regard to permanent or 
temporary or casual or Badli employees, rather Section 48 
says that the names of all the employees of the mine shall 
be entered in Form B register with the necessary particulars. 
In the absence of any explanation it may reasonably be pre- 
sumed that Form B register with respect to the aforesaid 
employees was maintained and the management has not pro- 
duced the same as it will go against them, if produced. Again, 
according to the reference the onus is upon the management 
to prove that the concerned workmen were not permanent 
workmen. This could be proved by the production of Form 
B register or by any other evidence, oral or documentary, 
which the management has failed to prove. Considering the 
evidence and circumstances on record it will not be unreasonable 
to hold that so far as the workmen of SI. Nos. 43, 44, 47, 49, 
51 & 55 to 82 arc concerned the refusal by the management 
to treat them as permanent was not justified and 1 hold 
accordingly. 

17. In paragraph 2 of Ihe written statement of the man- 
agement it has been stated that workmen mentioned at 
Sl. Nos. 62 to 80 whenever employed were employed on piece 
rated basis. No evidence has been adduced by the manage- 
ment in proof of Ihis allegation. I do not accordingly accept 
the above allegation of (he management. 

18. On behalf of M/s. Sethia Mining & Manufacturing 
Corporation Ltd., it is stated that the workmen are not entitled 
to any relief as against them in as much as their purchase 
of the colliery in question from M/s, Khas Dharmaband 
Colliery Co, (P) Ltd., is subsequent to the reference made 
by the Government. 1 am unable to accept this submission. 
By virtue of the purchase of right, title and interest of M/s. 
Khas Dharmaband Colliery Co. (P) Ltd,, with respect to the 
colliery in question, they have become the successor-in-interest 
of Khas Dharmaband Colliery Co. (P) Ltd., in respect of 
that colliery and the liability to implement that part of the 
award which is against the management of that colliery must, 
accordingly, rest with M/s. Sethia Mining & Manufacturing 
Corporation Ltd. In that view of the matter I do not accept 
the contention on behalf of the purchaser company that the 
workmen are not entitled to any relief as against them in 
the present proceeding. 

19. In view of the findings already recorded above, I 
answer Ttcm No. I of the schedule of reference in the follow- 
ing manner : — 

Action of the management of the Khas Dharmaband 
Colliery of M/s, Kbas Dharmaband Colliery Co. 
IP) Ltd., in refusing to treat the workmen under 
SI. Nos. 1 to 42, 45, 46, 48, 50, 52, 53 & 54 out 
of the list of 82 workmen given in the Annexure 
of the said item, as permanent workmen and thereby 
denying them the privileges available to permanent 
workmen of the colliery was justified. In that view 
of the matter these workmen arc not entitled to 
any relief in this regard. 

1, however, find that ihe action of the management of Khas 
Dharmaband Colliery of M/s. Khas Dharmaband Colliery 
Co. (P) Ltd., in refusing to heat the remaining workmen of 
the said list, namely, the workmen mentioned aaginst SI. Nos. 
43, 44, 47, 49, 51 & 55 to 82 as permanent workmen and 


thereby denying them the privileges available to permanent 
workmen of the colliery was not justified. In view of this 
finding the question that arises for consideration is as to what 
relief these workmen are entitled to. These workmen shall 
be treated as permanent workmen ol 1 the colliery and shall 
get all the benefits as permanent workmen. These workmen 
shall further be reinstated in their post by the management 
of the colliery in question, if they appear and apply to be put 
on work within thirty days from the date this award becomes 
enforceable. The said workmen also will get full wages 
during the period of their forced unemployment. So far as 
Item No. II of the reference is concerned my finding is that 
the action of the management of Khas Dharmaband Colliery 
of M/s. Khas Dharmaband Colliery Co. (P) Ltd., in stopping 
the privileges, with effect from 1st lanuary, 1966, of pro- 
viding conveyance free of charge or paying conveyance charges 
in lieu thereof for transporting the dependants of the work- 
men of the said colliery from the colliery premises to the 
Regional or Central Hospital of the Coal Mines Welfare 
Organization, Dhanbad and back for treatment, as and when 
advised by the Medical Officer of the management was justi- 
fied. In view of this finding the workmen are not entitled 
to any relief, so far as Ttcm No. II of the reference is con- 
cerned. 

20. This is my award. Let the award be submitted to the 
Central Government under Section 15 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947. 

B. S. TRIPATHI, Presiding Officer. 


New Delhi, the 6th January, 1973 

S.O. 173. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, No. 1, Dhanbad, in the in- 
dustrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Balihari Colliery of Messrs. Balihari Col- 
liery Company Private Limited, Post Office Kusunda, Dis- 
trict Dhanbad and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 2nd January, 1973. 

[No. L-20 12/69 /7 1-LRII] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (No. 1), DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(l)(d) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 17 of 1971 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Balihari 
Colliery of Messrs. Balihari Colliery Company Private Limi- 
ted, P.O. Kusunda, (Dhanbad). 

And 

Their workmen 

Present : 

Shri D. D. Seth, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

For the Old 
employers : 

Shri B. Joshi, Advocate with Shri I. P 

Mishra, Manager. 

For the Bharat 
Coking Coal 
Ltd. : 

Shri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate with 

J. N. P. Sabi, Labour and Law Adviser. 

For the 
Workmen : 

Shri I. Bhattacharjee, Asstt. Secretary, 
Hindustan Khan Mazdoor Sangh, 

State : Bihar Industry : Coal. 

Dhanbad, dated the 27th December, 1972 
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AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No. L/2012/ 
69/71-LR.II, dated New Delhi, the 28th June, 1971 passed 
by the Central Government in respect of an industrial dis- 
pute between the parties mentioned above. The subject 
matter of the dispute has been specified in the schedule to 
the said order and the said schedule runs as follows : 

“Whether the action of the management of Balihari 
Colliery of Messrs, Balihari Colliery Company Pri- 
vate Limited, Post Office Kusunda, District Dhan- 
bad, in dismissing Shri Prabhu Ram, Night Guard, 
from service with effect from the 29th July, 1967, 
is justified? If not, to what relief the workman 
is entitled?” 

2. The dispute has been settled out of Court, A joint 
etition of compromise dated 1st December, 1972, has been 
led in the office of the Tribunal, The petition has been 

signed by Shri I. P. Mishra, Manager on behalf of the old 
management, Shri J. N. P. Sahi, Labour and Law Adviser 
on behalf of the Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., and by Shri J. 
Bhattacharjee, Asstt, Secretary, Hindustan Khan Mazdoor 
Sangh on behalf of the workmen. 1 have gone through the 
terms of settlement contained in the said petition. They are 
fair and reasonable and, therefore, I make an award on the 
basis of the terms of settlement, The joint petition of com- 
promise shall form part of the award. 

3. Let a copy of this award be forwarded to the Central 
Government under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. 

D. D. SETH, Presiding Officer. 

BEFORE THE HON'BLE PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBU- 
NAL (No. I) AT DHANBAD. 

In the matter of : — 

Reference No. 17 of 1971 

Patties s 

Employers in relation to Balihari Colliery. 

And 

Their workmen 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 

AH the parties in the present proceedings have amicably 
settled the dispute involved in the present Reference on the 
terms hereinafter stated : — 

(1) That Shri Prabhu Ram (Night Guard) the workman 
concerned in the present Reference, who was already since 
some time past employed in Gazlitand Colliery with slightly 
changed name as “Prabhu-Nath Saw”, will be allowed to 
continue his present work at Gazlitand Colliery and his 
correct name (Prabhu-Ram) will be put on the said Col- 
liery records henceforth. He will not be entitled to any 

back wages., 

(2) That the period intervening from the date of dismis- 
sal (which gave rise to the present Reference) till the date 
of resumption of duty at Gazlitand Colliery shall, for the 
purposes of continuity of services, be treated as leave with- 
out pay. 

(3) The above terms finally resolve the dispute between 
the parties and, therefore, there is no subsisting dispute for 
adjudication in the present Reference, 

(4) The parties shall bear their own cost of proceedings. 

It, is therefore, prayed that the Hon’ble Tribunal may be 
pleased to accept this Settlement and to give the Award in 
terms thereof. 

FDR THE EMPLOYERS:— FOR THE WORKMEN: — - 
Manager, Secretary, 

Balihari Colliery. Hindustan Khan Mazdoor Sangh. 

Sig. (Eligible) For Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. : — 

Advocate 

Dated the 1st December, 1972. J. N. P. SAHI, 

Labour and Law Adviser, 
Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

Sig Eligible 
Advocate 


New Delhi, the 6th January, 1973 

S.O. 174. — Tn pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, No, 1, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the Agent, 
South Bulliari Kendwadih Group of Collieries of Messrs. 
East Indian Coal Company limited. Post Office Mohuda, 
District Dhanbad and then workmen, which was received 
by the Central Government on the 2nd January, 1973. 
AWARD 

[No. L-2012/101/71-LRHJ 
KARNATL SINGH, Under Secy. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (No. 1), DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(l)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 23 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the Bhatdee Colliery of Messrs. 
Bengal Bhatdee Coal Company Limited, Post Office Mohuda, 
Distt. Dhanbad, 

And 

Their workmen 

Present : 

Shri D. D. Seth, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

For the Old 
employers : 

Shri H. R. Choudhury, Manager. 

For the Bharat 
Coking Coal 
Ltd. : 

Shri S. S. Mukherjce, Advocate with Shri 
J. N. P. Sahi, Labour and Law Adviser. 

For the 
Workmen : 

Shri S. V. Acharior, General Secretary, 

Hindustan Khan Mazdoor Sangh. 

State : Bihar Industry : Coal. 

Dhanbad, dated the 28th December, 1972 
AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No. L/2012/ 
101/71-LR11, dated New Delhi, the 29th June, 1972, passed 
by the Central Government in respect of an industrial dis- 
pute between the parties mentioned above. The subject 
matter of the dispute has been specified in the schedule to 
the said order and the said schedule runs as follows : 

“Whether the demands that the management of 
Bhatdee Colliery of Messrs. Bengal Bhatdee Coal 
Company Limited, Post Office Mohuda, District 
Dhanbad, should pay to Sarvashri Mutuk Ram, 
Sudarshan Singh, Prahalad Thakur, Ram Chandra 
Dusadh, Car/Truck Drivers and Sarvashri Jogindra 
Ram, Prankisto Turi, Titan Thakur and Ram 
Chandra HelpcTs/Cleaners, wages as per recom- 
mendations of the Central Wage Board for Coal 
Mining Industry and that they are entitled to be 
employed as permanent workmen are justified? 
If so, to what relief the workmen arc entitled and 
from which date?" 

2. The dispute has been settled out of Court. A joint peti- 
tion of compromise dated 20th December, 1972, has been 
filed in the office of the Tribunal. The petition has been 
signed by Shri H, R. Choudhury, Manager on behalf of 
the old management, Shri J. N. P. Sahi, Labour and Law 
Adviser on behalf of the Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., and by 
Shri S. V. Acharior, General Secretary, Hindustan Khan 
Mazdoor Sangh on behalf of the workmen. I have gone 
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through the terms of settlement contained in the said petition. 
They are fair and reasonable and, therefore, I make an 
award on the basis of the terms of settlement. The joint 
petition of compromise shall form part of the award. 

3. Let a copy of this award be forwarded to the Central 
Government under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
1947. 

D, D. SETH, Presiding Officer. 


BEFORE THE HON’BLE PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBU- 
NAL (No. I) AT DHANBAD. 

In the matter of : — 

Reference No. 23 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employees in relation to Bhatdee Colliery. 

And 

Their workmen 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 

All the parties to the present proceedings have amicably 
settled the dispute involved in the present Reference on the 
terms hereinafter stated 

(1) That Sarvashri Mutuk Ram, Sudershan Singh, Prahalad 
Thakur, and Ram Chandra Dusadh (Car/Track Drivers) 
workmen concerned in the present Reference have been al- 
ready employed as permanent workmen and placed in 
Category-V (Five) (under Recommendations of the Central 
Wage Board) (Coal Mining Industry). 

(2) That out of remaining four workmen concerned in 
this reference, three workmen viz. S/Shri Prankisto Turi, 
Titan Thakur and Ram Chandra, Helper/Cleaners have also 
been employed as permanent workmen and they will be 
placed in Catcgory-II (Two) (under the said Wage Board’s 
Recommendations) with effect from the 15th August, 1972 
and will be allowed basic wage rate of Rs. 5.47 p. (Rupees 
Five and Paise forty-seven only) per day with effect from 
the said date (15/8/72). 

(3) That Shri Jogindra Ram, Helper/Clcaner, one of the 
concerned workman, had left the employment of the said 
colliery of his own accord about eight months back and his 
disputes docs not survive. 

(4) The General Secretary, Hindustan Khan Mazdoor 
Sangh will be paid a sum of Rs. 50 (Rupees fifty only) as 
the cost of proceedings. 

(5) The above terms finally resolve the dispute between 
the parties and, therefore, there is no subsisting dispute for 
adjudication in the present Reference. 

It is, therefore, prayed that the Hon’ble Tribunal may be 
pleased to accept this settlement and to give the Award in 
terms thereof. 

FOR THE EMPLOYERS FOR THE WORKMEN 

Manager, General Secretary, 

Bhatdee Colliery. Hindustan Khan Mazdoor 

Sangh. 

For Bharat Coking Coal Ltd : — 

Dated the 20th December, 1972. J. N. P. SAHI, 

Labour and Law Adviser, 
Sig, Eligible 

Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 


New Delhi, the 6th lanuary, 1973 

S.O. 175. — Tn pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 


hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dis- 
pute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Nimcha Colliery of Messers Nimcha Coal Company Li- 
mited, Post Office Raniganj, District Burdwan and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 3rd January, 1973. 

AWARD 

(No. L-19012|44|71-LRH.) 

KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 

Reference No. 95 of 1971 

AND 

Reference No. 103 of 1971 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Nimcha 
Colliery of Messers Nimcha Coal Company Limited, 
Their Workmen 

(In both the references). 

Present : 

Sri S. N. Bagchl... Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

On behalf of the Employers — Sri K. P. Mukherjee, Bar-at- 
Law, with Sri J. D. Mukherjee, Advocate. 

On behalf of Workmen— Sri B. Malkhandy, Bar-at-Law. 
State: West Bengal ..Industry: Coal Mine 

AWARD 

By Orders No. L1912/44/71-LRII, dated 23rd July, 1971 
No.L/1912/66/71-LRH, dated 13th September, 1971, the 
Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour and Reha- 
bilitation, Department of Labour and Employment, referred 
the dispute existing between the employers In relation to the 
management of Nimcha Colliery of Messers Nimcha Coal 
Company Limited and their workmen, to this Tribunal, for 
adjudication. The matter referred to for adjudication are 
stated in the Schedule of the respective references and they 
are as follows: 

SCHEDULE 

In reference No. 95 of 1971 : 

“Whether the management of Nimcha Colliery of Messers 
Nimcha Coal Company Limited, Post Office Rani- 
ganj, District Burdwan, having regard to their finan- 
cial capacity, are justified in not paying the arrears 
of Variable Dearness Allowance at the rate of Rs. 
1.53 to the workmen from 1st April, 1970 to 31st 
May, 1970 and at the rate of Rs. 1.62 from 1st 
October, 1970 to 31st December, 1970 to the monthly 
paid staff and from 1st October. 1970 to 17th Jan- 
uary, 1971 to weekly paid staff and in not paying 
arrears of annual-increment to all the workmen with 
effect from 15th August, 1970 to 31st September, 
1970? If not, to what relief are the workmen enti- 
tled?” 

In Reference No. 103 of 1971 j 

“Whether the stoppage of work in Nimcha Colliery of 
Messers Nimcha Coal Company Limited, Post Office 
Raniganj, District Burdwan with effect from the 
26th April, 1971, is a closure or lockout? In the 
either case to what relief the workmen concerned 
are entitled?" 

2. With the consent of the learned Counsels appearing for 
the respective parties both the references were heard on the 
common issues hereafter to be stated and both the references 
shall be governed by this decision (Award). 

3. Reference No. 95 of 1971 is dated 23rd July, 1971 
whereas Reference No, 103 of 1971 is dated 13th September, 
1971. In both the references some preliminary issues have 
been raised for determination by the management. Notices in 
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Reference No, 95 of 1971 were issued on 2-8-71 and in Ref- 
erence No. 103 of 1971 on 24-9-71, both to the management 
and to the Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Rani-, 
ganj. Dist. Burdwan. In Reference No. 95 of 1971 the 
management filed its statement of case on 24-2-72. In para- 
graph 3 of the said statement of the case the management 
states: 

“The Company states that colliery Mazdoor Sabha Rani- 
panj District Burdwan whose name has been stated 
in the said Government Order dated 23rd July, 1971 
is not competent in law to represent the workmen 
employed by the company and/or to raise any In- 
dustrial Disputes within the meaning of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act 1947 on behalf of the workmen 
employed at the said Nimcha Colliery. The Com- 
pany has been furnished with a copy of a written 
statement dt. Nil November’71 signed by Sri Robin 
Chatterjee, General Secretary of the above mentioned 
trade union (hereinafter referred to as the said 
statement) purported to be written statement on 
behalf of the workmen employed at the said Nimcha 
Colliery." ... 

The Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj filed its state- 
mtftt Of das# oil 1-12-71, The management tiled the state- 
ment on 24-2-72 with a copy to CdTlliry Mazdoor Sabha, 
CITU, Raniganj which however was not traVifSid by any 
rejoinder filed by the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Rath- 
ganj. On 31-5-72 the Genera) Secretary for and on behalf 
of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj, Sri Robin 
Chatterjee, by a petition dated 27th May, 1972 referred to 
Reference No, 103 of 1971 pending for final hearing before 
this .tribunal a.hd mentioned therein that both the matters 
Mi ih cohtlectiOii Vvilfi itl# fitnie management and that the 
issues involved in Reference No. 95 ot 1971 are very much 
involved in the issues in Reference No. 163 of 1971, The 
penultimate paragraph of the petition reads as, “Under the 
CirCUmsttttiCeli the petitioner humbly prays that the hearing 
of the Ref. No. 103 of 19/1 be itiken first before the hearing 
of the Ref. No. 95 of 1971." It will apptJWf from the Order 
dated 21-H-72 in both the reference that the Order passed 
in Reference No. 103 of 1971 and other relevant ordefi paw- 
ed in the record of Reference No. 103 of 1971 shall alsd 
BOVtm Reference No. 95 of 1971 in which the parties and 
the preliminary point* ralsid In the issues in the proceedings 
settled on that date are the same. In reference No. 103 of 

1 97 1 the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, through its General 
Secretary Shri Robin Chatterjee filed its statement of case on 
23-1 1-71, Th» management of Nimcha Colliery filed its 
Ntaterrierit ot case op 1-3-1972. tn paragraph 3 of the said 
Statement of case the company states; 

“The Company states that Colliery Mazdoor Sabha Rani- 
ganj District Burdwan whose name has been stated 
in the said Government Order dt. 13th September, 
197 1 is not competent in law to represent the work- 
men employed by the. company as its said Nimcha 
Colliery and/or to raise any industrial disputes on 
their behalf within the meaning of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947,” 

tn paragraph 5(f) the management states; 

"That the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj is not com- 
petent in law to represent the workmen employed 
at Nimcha Colliery at the time of effecting the 
complete closure on 26t.h April, 1971 and the period 
subsequent thereto and in any event was and is not 
competent to raise “industrial dispute" in terms ot 
the provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
as such the said Govt, order dated the 13th Septem- 
ber, 1971 is not maintainable in law”. 

4. The workmen filed a rejoinder through Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, Raniganj, CITU. This rejoinder is dated 27th May, 

1972 signed by Robin Chatterjee. General Secretary for and 
on behalf of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj. 
In paragraph 2 of the rejoinder it is stated as follows; 

“The contention raised in paragraph 2, 3, 4, 5 and the 
grounds thereof are denied and disputed. It is spe- 
cifically denied that there is no distinct trade union 
exclusively meant for (he workmen employed at the 
Nimcha Colliery. It is further denied that there 
was ever complete closure of Nimcha Colliery aa 
33 C. of 1—12. , : 


alleged or at all. The Union states that the closure 
was malafide and in fact it was lock out.” 

The material assertion in paragraphs 3 and 5(f) of the 
managements statement of case had not been specifically and 
pointedly controverted in the rejoinder filed by the Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj, on 27th May, 1972. On 
13th June, 1972 the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU Raniganj, 
Registration No. 3449 filed a petition before this tribunal in 
Reference No. 103 of 1971 calling for certain documents 
and for presence of Assistant Labour Commissioner (C), 
Asansol as a witness on behalf of the workmen represented 
by the union concerned. On 17th August, 1972 the manage- 
ment of the Nimcha Colliery filed a petition. In paragraphs 
2 and 3 of the said petition the management states as follows: 

"2.... The Company states that neither the said Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha nor the said Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
of India is a Trade Union of workmen and there- 
fore is incompetent in law to represent or raise in- 
dustrial dispute on behalf of the workmen employed 
by the petitioner at the Nimcha Colliery. 

“3.... The Company further states that neither the said 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha nor the said Colliery Maz- 
door Sabha of India is legally registered under the 
provisions of Indian Trade Unions Act and in any 
event is not legally competent to function as a trade 
Union in accordance with the provisions of law.” 

5. On 10th July, 1972 Mr. Malkhandy, learned Counsel 
and Mr. Sudhendu Mukherjee, Advocate, Calcutta High Court, 
were authorised to represent the workmen whose cause is 
being espoused by Robin Chatterjee for and on behalf of 
CITU, Raniganj. This is the only memorandum of repre- 
sentation dated 10th July 1972. On 13th September, 1972 
the management in paragraph 2 of its petition referred to 
paragraph 5(f) of its statement of case dated 24-2-72 filed 
on 1st March, 1972 before this Tribunal reading as follows; 

"That the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj, is not com- 
petent in law to represent the workmen employed at 
the Nimcha Colliery at the time of effecting com- 
plete closure on 26-4-71 and the period subsequent 
thereto, and in any event was and is not competent 
to raise "industrial dispute" in terms of the provi- 
sions of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, and aa 
such the said Government Order dated 13-9-71, is 
not maintainable in law.” 

In paragraphs 3 and 4 of that petition the management 
states as follows: 

“3. The petitioner states that the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, Raniganj, is not a registered trade union in 
terms of the provisions of the Indian Trade Unions 
Act and as such is not competent in law to repre- 
sent the workmen employed by your petitioner at 
the Nimcha Colliery, inasmuch as the said Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj, is using Registration No. 
3449 under the Indian Trade Unions Act along with 
another organisation known as the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, Asansol which organisation is also using the 
same Registration No. 3449 under the Trade Unions 
Act. Further, both the organisations, Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj, and Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, Asansol, are wrongly contending that each 
one of them is entitled to use the identical registra- 
tion No, 3449 and further alleging that each one 
of them is registered under the Indian Trade 
Unions Act and the Registrar of Trade Unions, West 
Bengal, has granted such registration number _ in 
terms of the provisions of the Indian Trade Unions 
Act. That the said two organisations, viz., Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj, and Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, Asansol, are using the same registration 
number 3449 would appear from the following un- 
disputed records: 

(i) Attested copy of the minutes, dated 12-8-71, made 
by Shri K. Sharan, Regional Labour Commissioner 
(Central), Asansol, signed by Shri Robin Chatter- 
jee, General Secretary, and Shri Samir Dhar, Sec- 
retary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj. 
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(ii) Letter, dated 7-12-70, from the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, Raniganj, (Registration No. 3449) to the 
Director, Nimcha Colliery, Calcutta-20. 

(iii ) Letter No. £.2/3(239) /70, dated 22-8-70, from 
Shrl B. S. Sachdevn, Labour Commissioner (Cen- 
tral) Asansol to Genera! Manager, Nimcha Coal 
Co,, Ltd., Calcutta-20 and the Organising Secre- 
tary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha (A.I.T.U.C.), G. T. 
Road, Asansol, and enclosing a copy of a letter, 
dated 18-8-70, addressed by Shri Sunil Sen, Orga- 
nising Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
(A.l.f.U.C.), G. T. Road, Asansol, addressed to 
the Assistant nbour Commissioner (Central), 
Asansol, and bearing the seal of Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, G.T. Road, Asansol (Registration No. 
3449). 

4. Your petitioner further states that the documents ref- 
erred to above arc merely illustrative and not ex- 
haustive as would appear from the records of this 
Hon'blc Tribunal relating to various awards made 
by this Hon’ble Tribunal that the said Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj, and the Colliery Maz- 
door Sabha, Asuusol, are both using the same 
Registration No. 3449 under the Indian Trade 
Unions Act,’ 

In paragraph 8 of the said petition the management prayed 
for a decision on the preliminary issues raised in paragraph 
5 of the written statement of the management, 

5. On 19-9-72 Sri Dlnesh Singh, for and on behalf of the 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India, Raniganj, filed a petition 
dated 17-9-72. In paragraph 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9 of that peti- 
tion the Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India, Rani- 
ganj District Burdwan, states: 

“5. Your petitioner states Colliery Mazdoor Sabha is a 
registered Union and with had two Offices one at 
Asansol and one at Raniganj. The said Union was 
affiliated to All India Trade Union Congress 

6. The said Colliery Mazdoor Sabha was also recognised 

by the management of the said Colliery and the said 
Sabha took up many disputes on behalf of the work- 
men of the said Colliery who were all members of 
the said Sabha. Therefore, political differences 
arose amongst the members of the said Sabha and 
there was a move to form a separate Union and 
eventually a Union under the name and style “Colli- 
ery Mazdoor Sabha of India” was formed and reg- 
istered according to Trade Union Act. 

7. Mr. Robin Chutterjec who was the Vice-President of 

the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha became th* General 
Secretary of the said new Union. 

8. Workmen of Nimcha Colliery who were ail members 

of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha declared their allcgi- 
ence to the new Union i.e. Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
of India in a meeting of the workers. Your peti- 
tioner states that though the dispute was raised on 
behalf of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha the workers 
authorised the new Union of which Sri Robin 
Chattcrjee is General Secretary to take up the 
dispute and to take all necessary action. 

9. Being so authorised by the workmen of the said Col- 

liery who were all members of the Colliery Maz- 
door Sabha and afterwards became the members 
of the new Union, your petitioner is representing 
the case before the Hon’ble Tribunal.” 

The penultimate paragraph in the said petition is that (h« 
preliminary objections raised by the management should b« 
rejected. 


13.9.72 the said Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India 
Raniganj being incompetent in law or represent and/ 
or raise any dispute on behalf of the workmen em- 
ployed at the said colliery is not competent in law 
to submit the said petition of objection dated 17th 
September, 1972 before this Hon'ble Tribunal”. 

In paragraphs 11 and 12 of the said petition it is stated as 
follows: 

“11. The petitioner reiterates its contentions made in 
its earlier petitions dated 17.8.72 and 13.9.72 that 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj and Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, Asansol are separate and distinct 
organisations using in unauthorised and illegal manner 
the same registration No. 3449 under the Indian 
Trade Unions Act and in the circumstances in 
accordance witti the provisions of Indian Trade 
Unions Act as well as the Award made by this 
Hon'ble Tribunal in Reference No. 93 of 1971 (Rani- 
pur Colliery L.v. Workmen) none of (he said organi- 
sation viz. Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj and/ 
or Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Asansol is competent 
in law to represent the workmen employed at Nimcha 
Colliery either before the management of Nimcha 
Colliery or before the conciliation officer appointed 
in terms of the provisions of the Industrial Disputes 
Act or before this Hon'ble Tribunal, 

12. Your petitioner states that Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
of India having registration No. 9703 under Indian 
Trade Unions Act at no point of time raised any 
dispute on behalf of the workmen employed at 
Nimcha Colliery either before the management of 
Nimcha Colliery or before the conciliation officer 
nor your petitioner reiterates tiiat the workmen 
employed at the Nimcha Colliery made no demand 
or raised any dispute either before the Management 
of the Nimcha Colliery or before the Conciliation 
Officer relating to the issue of the said Govt, order 
of reference dated the 13th September "71 purported 
to be under section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 and in any event the said Col- 
liery Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj was not competent 
in law to raise the said disputes referred to in the 
said Govt, order of reference dated the 13th Sep- 
tember 1971,” 

In paragraph 19 of the petition it is stated, “Your petitioner 
denies the contentions that Colliery Mazdoor Sabha Raniganj 
raised miy alleged disputes referred to in the said Govt, order 
of reference dated- 13.9.71 either before the Management of Ni- 
nicha Colliery or before the conciliation officer relating to the 
a m “ tter Jhe said Govt, order of reference dated 
13.9.71. Your petilioner denies and disputes the allegations 
made in rhe said petition of objection dated 17.9.72 that the 
" orkmen employed at Nimcha Colliery at any point of time 
authorised Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India Raniganj to 
take up their matter and/or declare their allegience to the 
said Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India Raniganj and left the 

Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj as wrongly alleged " 

Cp 21st November 1972, the management filed another pe- 
tition and referred to the issues raised being Issue Nos. (i) 
;."). a nd ("0 and prayed for hearing of those issues as nre- 
hminary issues. 

7. On 21.11.72 upon hearing (he learned Counsel of both 
the parties, the management and Collieiy Mazdoor Sabha of 
Indm, three preliminary issues were framed and the relevant 
order alter framing up oF tile issues runs as follows' 


“ISSUES 


6. On 20-9-72 the management filed another petition. In 
paragraph 6 of that petition the management states as follows: 

“6. That in terms of the direclions given by this Hon'ble 
Tribunal on the 13th September’ 72 your petitioner 
submits this reply with reference to the said petition 
dt. 17.9.72 made on behalf of the Colliery Maz- 
door Sabha of India Raniganj, without prejudice to 
the contention of your petitioner that the said Col- 
liery Mazdoor Sabha of India, Raniganj being not 
a Trade Union to whom the said Govt, order of 
reference dated the 13th September 1971 was 
forwarded by the Central Govt, and for the reason 
stated in the said two petitions dated 17.8.72 and 


(0 Is the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, having the office at 
Raniganj, bearing Registralion No.3449 mentioned 
as being represented through its General Secretary 
in response to the notice issued in this proceeding 
by this tubunHl as well as by Ihe (ioverrunent, 
representing the workmen parties to the dispute fins 
been a duly registered Trade Union under the Trade 
Unions Act, and has, therefore, the right to repre- 
sent the workmen involved in the dispute through 
any of its officers within (he scope of Section 36(1) 
(a) of the Industrial Disputes Act ? 


(u) Is the Collieiy Mazdoor Sabha of India Registra- 
tion No. 9703, aniganj, Burdwan a duly registered 
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trade Union under the Trade Union Act? Tf so, 
can it represent the workmen involved in this dis- 
pulc within the scope ol" Section 36(1) (a) of the 
Industrial Disnulc Act when, upto 13.7.72, the 
workmen involved in this dispute had been represent- 
ed in this proceeding as well as before the Concilia- 
tion officer by the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Rani- 
ganj, being Registration No.3449 claiming to be a 
duly registered union functioning through its officer 
i.e. the General Secretary Sri Robin Chatterjce 
who filed the written statement in this proceeding 
on behalf of the workmen involved in this dispute 
and represented by the workmen upto 13th July, 
1972 7 

(iii) Did the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha hearing Registra- 
tion No.3449, Runiganj, Asansol, raised any demand 
relating to the subject matter of the dispute under 
reference before any authority of the management 
prior to its approach with the demand relating to 
the dispute under reference to the Conciliatory 
authority? If not, is the dispute under reference 
an industrial dispute within Section 2 (k) of the 
Industrial Disputes 'Act so as to make the reference 
entertainable and adjudication by this Tribunal 7 

Those above are the preliminary issues raised on the con- 
tentions put forward by Mr. Mukherjee, the learned Coun- 
sel for the management and Mr. Malkhandy the learned 
Counsel who is now representing the Colliery' Ma 2 door Sabha 
of India, Raniganj. This order should be read as supple- 
mentary to the orders dated 30.6.72, 17.8.62 and 13.9.72, 
arising out of the same subject matter now contended before 
me by the learned Counsels. Mr. Malkhandy now represen- 
ting the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India, Registration No. 
9703, Raniganj, had through the General Secretary of the 
said union caused a statement to be submitted before this 
tribunal with a copy to the management. The management 
also by its two petitions dated 17.8.72 and 13.9.72 through 
the learned Counsel, raised several preliminary questions 
regarding representation of the workmen in this proceeding. 
So, on the last date of hearing on those petitions Mr. Mal- 
khandy who was then appearing for the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, Raniganj, Burdwan submitted that the workmen in- 
volved in the dispute have since transferred their allegiencc 
to a newly registered trade union. Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
of India, Registration No. 9703, and that Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha of India has been authorised by the workmen represent 
the workmen in this proceeding. Such statement was asked 
to be embodied in a petition. The result was the petition 
that was caused to be filed on 17.9.72 in this proceeding 
through Sri Dinesh Singh who describes himself as Secretary 
of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India, Raniganj, Burdwan. 
Mr. Malkhandy now represents that body. He submits that 
he is also representing the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj, 
Burdwan. In this circumstance, upon hearing the learned 
Counsels and reading the petitions the preliminary issues have 
been framed. The other issue that was raised as a prelimi- 
nary issue by Mr. Mukherjee in his submission based on a 
petition will appear from the order dated 30.6.72 relating to 
the competency on merit of the reference on the allegation 
that the dispute in fact was arising out of closure. That 
aspect of the case shall have to be considered upon hearing 
and deciding the fundamental issues settled to-day which go 
to the very root of the jurisdication of this tribunal and 
the competency of the reference as constituted on the ques- 
tions settled under the issues. 

To December 11 for hearing the preliminary issues framed 
to-day and for orders. All documents necessary for hearing 
in the preliminary issues must be produced according to law 
and all steps for production of documents must be taken as 
early as possible but before the date fixed for hearing by 
the parties concerned. 

This order and the relevant orders referred to would go- 
vern the Reference No. 95 of 1971 in which the parties and 
the preliminary points raised in the issues in this proceeding 
settled to-day are the same.” 

Issue No. 1-In Issue No. (i) there is a slip. In place of the 
‘is’ the word ‘has’ is to be read and the word ‘has’ in the 
7th line of the issue is to be deleted. 
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8. The Failure reportes that came with each of the re- 
ference would show that Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 
CITU, Raniganj, Dist. Burdwan, raised tfie relevant indus- 
trial disputes before the Assistant Labour Commissioner. 
The Central Government under Rule 10B(1) of the Central 
Rules forwarded a copy of the order of reference to the 
Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU. P.O.Rnnlganj 
Distric Burdwan, in both the refernnees. This tribunal in both 
the references issued notice to Secretary Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, CITU, Raniganj, Dist. Burdwan. One Robin Chatlerjee 
Secretary. CMS, P. O. Raniganj received the notice on 23-10-71 
In Reference No. 103 of 1971. In Reference No. 95 of 1971 
the notice was received by somebody on 9-8-71 writing in 
Hindi a rubber stamp impression of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha. 
In Reference No. 103 of 1971 on 29th August, Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, affiliated to CTTU, Registration No. 3449 
filed a petition before the Tribunal signed by Robin Chatter- 
jce, General Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, P.O. Raniganj, 
Distl. Burdwan. On 22-11-71 the workmen represented by 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, through its General Sec- 
retary, Robin Chatterjee filed a petition. On 5th November, 
1971 Robin Chatterjce, General Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha Registration No. 3449 affiliated to CITU, filed another 
petition. Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, filed its statement 
of case on 23.11.71 signed by Robin Chatterjee, General 
Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU. On 19.5.72 
Robin Chatterjce the General Secretary for and on behalf 
of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha. Raniganj, filed another peti- 
tion. Robin Chatterjee, for and on behalf of the Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj, filed on 27th May a 
petition for leave to file rejoinder to the management’s state- 
ment of case. On 27th May, 1971 Robin Chatterjee, Gene- 
ral Secretary, for and on behalf of the CMS, Raniganj, filed 
the Rejoinder on that very date he filed another petition. 
On 26th June, 1972 one Moni Bose, Secretary, for and on 
behalf of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj, (CITU) 
filed a petition. In both the references on 10th July, 1972. 
Robin Chatterjee, for and on behalf of the CITU, Raniganj, 
filed an authorisation letter appointing Sri B. Malkhandy. 
Bar-at-law and Sri Sudhendu Mukherjee, Advocate, to act 
and plead in Reference No. 95 & 103 of 1971 for the said 
union. So, upto July the record of Reference No, 103 of 
1971 would snow that the workmen were being represented 
by Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj. On 19th 
September, 1972 for the first time a petition was filed by 
Dinesh Singh, Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India, 
Raniganj. in which certain statements of fact were made 
and the prayer made in such petition would show that the 
contentions raised by the management in its statement of 
case and several petitions referred to above should be rejected. 
On 27.9.72 a joint petition was filed by the management and 
the workmen represented by the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
of India praying for adjournmeni of the hearing of the 
matter but Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India has neither 
rayed for being joined as a party nor was made a party 
ut was allowed to raise the contentions to which I have 
already referred. On 21st November, 1972 the Colliery Maz- 
door Sabha of India. Raniganj for the first time filed an 
authority letter, signed by Robin Chatterjee, General Secretary 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha CITU, Raniganj, appointing Mr. 
Malkhandy, Bar-at-Law, to represent such union in the re- 
ference No. 103 of 1971. In reference No, 95 of 1971 the 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India did not appear nor did 
engage Mr. Malkhandy to represent the workmen involved 
in the dispute in Reference No. 95 of 1971 for and on behalf 
of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India. 


9. Section 36(1) of the Industrial Disputes Act reads as 

follows: 

“36(1) A workman who is a party to a dispute shall 
be entitled to be represented in any proceeding 
under this Act by — 

(a) an officer of a registered trade union of which 
he is a member; 

(b) an officer of u federation of trade unions to which 
the trade union referred to in clause (a) is affi- 
liated; 

(c) where the worker is not a member of any trade 
union, by an officer of any trade union connected 
with, or by any other workmen employed in, the 
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industry in which the worker is employed and 
authorised in such manner as may be prescribed." 

A workman is a party to the dispute. He shall be entitled 
to be represented in any proceeding under the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, firstly by an officer of a registered trade union of 
which he is a member, secondly by an officer of a federation 
of trade unions to which the trade union referred to in 
clause (a) is affiliated, and thirdly, where the workman is 
not a member of a trade union by an officer of any trade 
union connected with, or by any other workman em- 
ployed in the industry in which the worker is employed and 
authorised in such manner as may be prescribed. Section 
36(1) is to be read with Rules 36 and Form F of the Indus- 
trial Disputes (Central) Rules, 1957. Rule 36 of the Central 
Rules reads as follows: 

“36. Form of authority under section 36 — The authority 
in favour of a person or persons to represent a 
workman or group of workman or an employer in 
any proceeding under the Act shall be in Form F.” 

The form F reads as follows: 

FORM F 
(Sec Rule 36) 

Before (here mention the authority concerned). 

Reference No. of Workmen 
versus 

Employer. 

In the matter of 1/We hereby 

authorise Shri/Sarvashree to represent 

me/us in the above matter, 

Dated this day of 19 

Signature of person(s) nominating 
the representative (si 

Addreaa 

Accepted. 

Signature of representative (s) 

Address.” 

In neither of the references, the letters of authority filed 
have been made according to Rule 36 Form F. A work- 
man who is a party to a dispute shall be entitled to be re- 
presented in any proceeding under the Industrial Disputes 
Act. The party is tho workman not tile Union. The work- 
man is to authorise the union in view of Rule 36 Form F to 
represent the workmen or workman concerned in the relative 
dispute in any proceeding under the Industrial Disputes Act. 
In the record of the two proceedings none of the letters or 
authority has been signed by any of the workmen involved 
in the relative disputes authorising any officer of the Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, Ranigani or Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of 
India to represent in conformity with Section 36(l)(a) read 
with rule 36. Section 36(1) says that the workman who is 
a party to a dispute shall be entitled to be represented in any 
proceeding under the Industrial Disputes Act clause (a) by 
an officer of a registered trade union of which be is a mem- 
bet. Rule 36 speaks of the authority in favour of a person 
or persons, A union which is a registered trade union is a 
person under Section 13 of the Trade Union Act since it is 
a corporate body having perpetual succession and common 
seal. Section 13 of the Trade Union Act, 1926 reads as 
follows : 

“13. Incorporation ol registered Trade Unions, Every 
registered Trade Union shall be a body corporate 
by the name under which it is registered, and shall 
have perpetual succession and a common seal with 
power to acquire and hold both moveable and im- 
moveable property and to contract, and shall by the 
said name sue and be sued." 

So, the workman or a group of workmen in any proceed- 
ing under the Industrial Disputes Act is to sign the letter of 
authority in favour of a person or persons i.e. in case of a 
registered trade, union to such union enabling an officer of 
such registered trade union to represent the workman or 
workmen in arty proceeding under the Industrial Disputes 
Act, in accordance with Rule 36 Form F of the Industrial 
Dispute (Central) Rules, 1957. Such letter of authority is 


then to be filed before the authority concerned in the proceed- 
ing under the Industrial Disputes Act. The rules arc part 
of the law i.e. the Industrial Disputes Act. It has been decid- 
ed by the Supreme Court in the case reported in 1972 1 LLI 
p. 99, Workmen of Delhi Cloth and General Mills Ltd. v-J. 
Delhi Cloth and General Mills Ltd. that the rules and the 
forms prescribed under the Industrial Disputes Act, I mean 
the Central Rules and forms, are parts of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act. Any act in violation of any rule and the form 
prescribed by the Rules for doing any act under the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act by a party to the dispute yi any proceed- 
ing under Industrial Disputes Act would be no act according 
to law and must have to be held illegal and unwarranted by 
law. The letters of authority filed in both the proceedings 
would not show that the workmen who arc parties to the 
relevant disputes by signing the letter of authority according 
to Rule 36 and Form F of the Central Rules authorised either 
the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj, C1TU or the Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha of India said to be registered rade unions 
to represent the party i.e. workmen involved in the dispute 
in both the references in any proceedings under the Industrial 
Disputes Act. In none of the letters of authority none of the 
workmen involved in either of the disputes under either of 
the references signed any letter of authority as prescribed by 
Rule 36 of the Central Rules and Form F thereto authoris- 
ing either the General Secretary of the Organising Secretary 
or any Secretary of any of the unions cither the Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj, C1TU or the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha of India to represent the workmen involved in the 
proceedings of both the references. The Form F read with 
Rule 36 and Section 36(1) (a) of the Industrial Disputes Act 
makes it abundantly clear, in view of the decision of the 
Supreme Court reported in 1959 II LI.J p, 553 Hotel Im- 
meriaTs case that the party to a dispute is on onside the em- 
ployer and on other side its workmen but not any union. A 
registered trade union can act only to represent the workmen 
provided the workmen by making a letter of authority as 
prescribed by Rule 36 and Form F authorise a registered 
trade union of which they are members to represent the 
workmen involved in the dispute under reference in any pro- 
ceeding under the Indusirial Disputes Act. But no union 
whether registered or unregistered can appear as of right 
to represent any workman or workmen involved in any dis- 
ute referred to for adjudication before the industrial tri- 
unal or a labour court or a National tribunal under the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 Unless workmen complying 
with rule 36 and form F aulhorise a registered union to re- 
present them in any proceeding under the Act, no union of 
which such workmen arc members can have any right to re- 
present the workmen under Section 36(1) (a) of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act in any proceeding under the Act. I have 
gone through the letters of authority filed in both the refer- 
ences. I have noted the character of those letters of autho- 
rity. In the proceedings of both the references the provisions 
of Section 36(1) (a) of the Industrial Disputes Act and Rule 
36 Form F of the Indusirial Disputes (Central) Rules have 
been blattantly violated. Rule 37 of the Central Rules rend* 
as follows: 

“37. Parties bound by acts of representative — A party 
appearing by a representative shall be bound by tho 
acts of that representative. 

As a party appearing by a representative shall be bound by 
the acts of that representative, the party is the workmen, in- 
volved in the dispute under reference, in both the proceed- 
ings and if the party i.e. the workmen have lawfully autho- 
rised any registered Trade Union of which they arc members 
by making a letter of authority, any officer of the said autho- 
rised registered trade union has then the authority to repre- 
sent the workmen involved in the dispute in any proceeding 
under the Industrial Disputes Act, in view of the provisions of 
Section 36(T)(a) read with Rule 36 Form F of the Central 
Rules. If the registered union working through any of its 
officers has accepted on the workmen's letter of authority to 
represent the workmen involved in the proceedings under re- 
ference, as prescribed by Rule 36 Form F, the representative 
of the workmen i.e. any of the officers of such registered 
Trade Union so appointed by the workmen can bind by his 
act done in the proceedings as reprsentative of workmen, but 
no otherwise, in view of Rule 37 of the Central Rules. So, 
Rule 36 and 37 of the Cenlral Rules must be read with Sec- 
tion 36(l)(a) of the Industrial Disputes Act.. I have already 
observed that the letters of authority tiled in both the proceed- 
ings do not comply in the least with the provisions of Sec- 
tion 36(l)(a) lead with Rule 36 Form F of the Industrial 
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Disputes Act. So, the union Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of 
India, P. O, Kaniganj, Dist. Burdwan that claims to represent 
the workmen involved in both the dispute in both the pro- 
ceedings under both the references have no legal authority 
to represent through any of its officer the workmen involved 
in the dispute under both the references in both the pro- 
ceedings. 

10. The failure report in both the references would show 
that before the Conciliation Officer in both the cases Secre- 
tary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, C1TU, P.O. Kaniganj, Dist. 
Burdwan raised the relative dispute under both the references. 
Conciliation proceedings appear in Chapter IV Section 11 Sub- 
sections (2) and (4) of Industrial Disputes Act. So, the 
conciliation proceeding is a proceeding under the Industrial 
Disputes Act. If the workmen themselves approach the man- 
agement. i.e. the authority of the management that may accede 
to or reject the charter of demand of the workmen and place 
the charter of demand for and on behalf of themselves, the 
first limb of the industrial dispute is then in the making. If 
the management does not accede to the charter of demand 
served on it, the workmen may approach the conciliation 
officer. If the cause of the workmen is taken up by a register- 
ed trade union of which the workmen are members, any 
officer of such union, if the union is authorised by the work- 
men under provisions of Section 36(1) (a) read with Rule 
36 Form F may represent the workmen, firstly before the 
management when the first limb of the industrial dispute is 
in the making. If the management does not accede to the 
charter of demand placed on behalf of the workmen by an 
officer of such registered Trade union duly authorised by the 
workmen to act on behalf of the workmen in placing the 
charter of demand before the management, th« workmen may 
authorise under Section 36(1) (a) read with rule 36 the re- 
gistered trade union to raise the demand relating to the dispute 
before the Conciliation Officer. In the conciliation proceeding 
any officer of such registered trade union may represent the 
workmen. So, if an officer of a registered trade union is to 
represent the workmen involved in a dispute in any proceed- 
ings under Industrial Disputes Act, the workmen, who are 
parties to the dispute are required, in view of Section 36(1) (a) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act., read with Rules 36 Form F 
of the Industrial Disputes (Central) Rules to authorise in 
writing according to Form F a registered trade union of 
which they are member to represent the workmen involved 
in the dispute before tho Conciliation officer since the con- 
ciliation proceeding is within the expression “in any proceed- 
ing under the Act" as mentioned in Section 36(1) 
of the Industrial Dispules Act. In such a case an officer 
of the said registered trade union if authorised by workmen 
who are party to the dispute in the manner mentioned above 
shall have the right to represent the workmen involved in the 
dispute before the conciliatory authority but not otherwise 
since conciliation proceeding is a proceeding under the Act, 
when the second limb of industrial dispute before the conci- 
liation authority is in the making. Section 36(1) (a) and (b) 
relate respectively to on officer of a registered trade union of 
which the wovkmen are members, and to an officer of a Fe- 
deration of a trade unions which must be registered to which 
the trade union referred to in clause (a) is affiliated. Clause 
(e) of Section 36(1) relates to a workman who is not a 
member of any trade union. In such a case an officer of 
any trade union connected with or by another workmen em- 
ployed in the industry in which the workman is employed 
and authorised in such manner as may be prescribed can re- 
present. So, before the Conciliation Officer an officer of any 
trade union meaning registered trade union in the circumstan- 
ces enumerated in clause (c) may represent under Section 
36(1) (c) provided such officer of a registered trade union is 
authorised by the workmen in accordance with Rule 36 Form 
F of the Central Rules, as a workman can also authorise a 
registered trade union or a federation of registered trade 
unions, as clause (a) and (b) of Section 36(1) enjoins. By 
clause (c) of Section 36(1) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
:a workman in the circumstances prescribed in that clause 
may even authorise in conformity with Rules 36 Form F any 
■officer of a registered trade union to represent the workman 
involved in the dispute in any proceedings under tfie Indus- 
trial Disputes Act. 

11. Now, the question first, to be decided is whether the 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, C1TU, Raniganj as appearing in the 
two failure reports in the two proceedings is a registered trade 
union under the Trade Unions Act, 1926. Section 8 of 
the Trade Union Act reads as follows: 

“8. Registration. The Registrar, on being satisfied that 
the Trade Union has complied with all the require- 


ments of this Act in regard to registration, shall re- 
gister the Trade Union by entering in a register, to 
be maintained in such form as may be prescribed, 
the particulars relating to the Trade Union contain- 
ed in the statement accompanying the application 
for registration.” 

Section 9 ef the Trade Unions Act reads as follows : 

”9. Certificate of registration. The Registrar, on re- 
gistering a Trade Union under section 8, shall 
issue a certificate of registration in the prescribed 
form which shall be conclusive evidence that the 
Trade Union has been duly registered under this 
Act.” 

Certificate of registration shall be the conclusive evidence 
that the trade union has been duly registered under the Act. 
No certificate of registration of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 
ClTU, Raniganj or Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India has 
been filed in either of the two references. Section 8 of the 
Trade Union Act has to be read with Regulation 4 of the 
Bengal Trade Union Regulations, 1927. The Register of 
Trade Union was called for by the management, Ext. M 14. 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha was registered on 15th July, 1955 
hearing SI. No. 3449. Its registered head office is P.O. Jamuria, 
Distt. Burdwan. Section 5 sub-section (1) of the Trade 
Unions Act speaks of application for registration. Clause (b) 
of sub-section (1) of Section 5 says, “the name of the Trade 
Union and the address of its head office.” Section 12 of 
the Trade Union Act — Registered office — reads as follows : 

"12. Registered office. All communications and notices 
to a registered Trade Union may be address to its 
registered office. Notice of any change > in the 
address of the head office shall be given within 
fourteehth days of such change to the Registrar In 
writing, and the changed address shall be recorded 
in the register referred to in section 8.” 

Section 8 of the Act, already quoted, is inextricably linked 
with Sections 5, 6 and 12 of the Act and the relative Bengal 
Regulations, 1927, viz. rule 4 and 5A. 

12, Section 12 of the Trade Unions Act amongst other 
things says that notice of any change in the address of tho 
Head office shall be given within 14 days of such change 
to the Registrar in writing and the changed address shall 
be recorded in the Register referred to in Section 8. The 
Bengal Trade Union Regulation 1927, Rule 4 says that the 
register of Trade unions referred to in Section 8 shall be 
maintained in Form B. Rule 5(A) of the Regulation says, 
every notice of change of address of Head office or change 
of name or amalgamation or desohition of a trade union 
shall be made in Forms Cl, C2, C3 or C4 as the case may 
be. Regulation 5A(1) and (2) says that the Registrar on 
receiving any such notice may take such step as he thinks 
fit to verify the facts stated therein and to satisfy himself 
that the notice is genuine and may if he is not satisfied 
refuse to give effect to the notice, ft is abundantly clear 
from those Sections 8 and 12 and Bengal Regulations 4 
and 5A(1) and (2) that a registered trade union which had 
its head office registered at the time' of registration shall 
have to notify the change of its address of the registered 
head office and such change of address of the registered 
head office of the registered trade union shall be recorded 
in the register of trade unions maintained in form B of 
the Bengal Regulation Rule 4 by the Registrar of Trade 
Ujiions in conformity with Regulation 5A(1) and (2). If 
wc look to Ext. M 14 the Register of Trade Unions in Bengal 
now West Bengal, if would be found that a trade union 
of the name of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha was registered on 
1 5th July, 1955 with Registration SI. No. 3449 with its 
registered head office at Jamuria, P.O. Jamuria, Distt. 
Burdwan. There is no registered trade union bearing re- 
gistration SI. No. 3449 with its registered head offleo either 
at Raniganj or at Asansol with the name of Colliery Maz- 
door Sabha. There is even uptil to-day a registered trade 
union bearing Reg. SI. No. 3449 with its registered head 
office at Jamuria, P.O, Jamuria, Distt. Burdwan having its 
name Colliery Mazdoor Sabha. So, Secretary, Cofifery 
Mazdoor Sabaha, CITU, Raniganj that raised the dispute 
m both the references in both the proceedings before the 
conciliatory authority is not a registered trade union under 
the Trade Unions Act, 1926 since there is no registered trade 
union of the name of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha bearing 
Regd. SI. No. 3449 haying any head office either at Raniganj 
or at Asansol. A registered trade union, with a registered 
SI. number with its registered name and registered head office 
is as such a corporate entity under Section 13 of the Trade 
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Union Act, 1926 which has already been quoted. So, 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha was registered as a registered trade 
union bearing Regd. SI. No. 3449 having its registered head 
office at Jamuria, P.O. Jamuria, Distl. Bnrdwan in 1955. 
The Colliery Mazdoor Sabha bearing SI. No, 3449 was not 
registered as a registered trade union having its head office at 
any place other than at Jamhria. So, the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha CITU claiming to bear Regd. SI. No. 3449 and claim- 
ing to have its office at Raniganj and Asansol is not identi- 
cal with the registered trade union Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
bearing Regd, SI. No. 3449 having its registered, head office 
at Jamuria, P.O. Jamuria, Disit. Bnrdwan. The Register 
of trade unions maintained under Section 8 of the Trade 
Union Act in which any change of the head offico of a 
registered trade union is to be recorded by the Registrar 
of Trade Unions in the manner already discussed is a sta- 
tutory register maintained under the provisions of the Trade 
Unions, law, and as such, is a public document entries 
wherein are conclusive unless the contrary is proved by 
any party controverting the same. Looking into the register 
of trade unions, Ext, M. 14, .1. hold that it has been main- 
tained upto date according to law by the Registrar of trade 
unions. Therefore, there is no registered trade union of the 
name Colliery Mazdoor Sabha bearing Reg. SI. No. 3449 
having its any office, not to speak of its head office, cither 
at Asansol or at Raniganj. The Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 
bearing Regd. SI. No. 3449 having its office at Asansol and 
Raniganj Distt. Hurdwan is not, therefore, a registered trade 
union under Section 8 of the Trade Unions Act head with 
Section 13 of that Act. Moreover as there cannot he in law 
two organisations of registered Trade unions bearing the same 
name and the same registration serial number, one of such 
organisations must be a spurious one, having no legal exis- 
tence as a registered trade union under Trade Unions Act. 

13. What is the position then? The first limb that con- 
stitute an industrial dispute under See. 2(k) of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 is rested in the raising of a dis- 
pute, either by workmen involved in such dispute relating 
to their demand or by a registered trade uniorg of which 
the workmen arc members authorised by the workmen in- 
volved in the dispute to raise (he dispute for and on behalf 
of the workmen so authorised relating to the demand of the 
workmen before an aulhorily of the management that may 
accede to or reject, the demand so raised. When the demand 
relating to the dispute of the workmen is laid before an 
authority of the management that may accede to or reject 
the demand relating to the dispute it may be raised by 
either by a body of workmen or by a registered trade union, 
authorised by tne workmen in that behalf. The authority 
of the management before whom the demand relating to the 
dispute is so raised may either accede to or rejccl the demand 
relating to the dispute. The first limb is then in the making 
relating to the industrial dispute under Section 2(k) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act in view of the decisions in Rain’s 
Cafe, Coimbatore and Others vs. Industrial Tribunal Coim- 
batore and another, 1951 T I..LJ, p. 219 (Madras High 
Court), Sindhu Resettlement Corporation Ltd. and Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Gujarat & Ors, 1968 1 LL.I p. 834 (Supreme 
Court) and 1 ‘'adders Lylord Corporation Private Ltd. and I t. 
Governor, Delhi and Ors. L.L.R. 1970(2) p. 343 (Delhi 
High Court). If the management rejects the demand rela- 
ting to the dispute raised cither by a body of workmen or 
by a registered trade union of which the workmen are mem- 
bers, authorised in that behalf by the workmen, through 
one of its officers, the workmen or the registered trade 
union acting through its Officer may approach (he concilia- 
tory authority with (he demand relating to the dispute which 
must be identical to the demand relating to the dispute as 
laid before the management. The Conciliation proceeding 
then begins. In the conciliation proceeding Ihc workmen 
themselves may represent or they may authorise a registered 
trade union of which they are members to represent their 
cause when any officer of the authorised registered trade 
union may represent the cause of the workmen in the con- 
ciliation proceeding in view of Scclion 36(I)(a) read with 
Rule 36 Form P. The conciliation proceedings fails. The 
second limb in (he making of the. industrial enspute is then 
complete. The failure report sent to the appropriate Gov- 
ernment is considered by the Government and the Govern- 
ment may refer (he dispute relating to the demand of the 
workmen raised in the manner already discussed to rithet 
a labour court or an industrial tribunal or ti National tri- 
bunal as the case may be for adjudication of the demand 
relating to the dispute. Then begins Ihc proceedings in (he 
reference before either of those authorities commonly known 
as reference proceeding as Ihc case may be. There the work- 


men themselves can represent as of right in ihc proceeding 
before either of the authorities named above or the work- 
men may authorise a registered trade union of which they 
are members in the manner and to the extent prescribed by 
Rule 36 Form T read with Section 36(l)(aj of the Indus? 
trial Disputes Act to represent their cause before either of 
those authorities in the proceeding. Then any of the offi- 
cers of such registered trade union so authorised may appear 
before any of those authorities in Ihc proceeding to repre- 
sent the workmen involved in the dispute under reference. 
Then comes rule 37. The demand relating to the dispute 
as raised before the management, ,as raised before the con- 
ciliatory authority and as raised before cither of the autho- 
rities mentioned above, i.e. the labour court, industrial tri- 
bunal or National Tribunal, must be identical. The third 
iimb in the making of the industrial dispute under Sec. 2(k) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act is then fully made up. So, a 
dispute to become an industrial dispute under Section 2(k) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act in view of the decisions al- 
ready quoted above relating to the demand of the workmen 
must first be raised before an aulhorily ol' the management 
thal may accede to or reject the demand relating to the 
dispute which may be raised either by the workmen in a 
body involved in the dispute or by a registered trade union 
of which the workmen are members, authorised in that behalf 
by the workmen in the manner and to the extent prescribed 
by rule 36 Form F of the Central Rules read with Section 
36;l)(a) of the Industrial Disputes Act. The first limb that 
enters into the making up of the industrial dispute under 
Section 2(k) of the Act. is the laying of the demand of the 
workmen lelating to Ihe dispute before the authority of the 
management. The second limb in the making of the indus- 
trial dispute under Section 2(k) of the Act is the laying of 
the demand of the workmen relating to Ihc dispute before 
Ihc conciliatory authority. The third limb that make up a 
dispute a full fledged industrial dispute under Section 2(k) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act is ihe statement of case which 
the workmen are required to file in response to the order 
of reference before either of Ihe authorities already men- 
tioned to whom the reference is made for adjudication by the 
Govt. The demand relating lo the dispute first laid before 
tbe management, ihcn laid before the conciliatory authority and 
then laid in the statement of case filed for and on behalf of the 
warkmcn as mentioned above must not only be identical 
but must be raised seriatim i.e, first before the manage- 
ment, then before the conciliatory authority and then before 
cither of those authorities to which the reference is made 
by the Government, in the statement of case filed for and on 
behalf of the workmen. Having regard lo the principles 
laid down in the three coses mentioned above, “any pro- 
ceeding under Section 36(1) of the Industrial Disputes Act” 
includes, the proceedings that starts when the workmen or 
a registered trade union as ihc case may be, as already dis- 
cussed, lay their charter of demand before the management, 
and next before the conciliatoiy authority and lastly in the 
statement of case filed in the proceeding before the adju- 
dicating authorities. Now, in each of the three stages men- 
tioned above, the workmen Ihemselvcs in a body may submit 
their charter of demand relating to the dispute before the 
authority of the management or they may authorise a re- 
gistered trade union in the manner prescribed by Rule 36 
and Form F to lay the charter of demand relating to the 
dispute on behalf of the workmen successively before the 
aulhorily of the management and before the conciliatory 
and adjudicating authorities as already mentioned. In such 
a situation, any officer of such a registered trade union has 
the right under Section 36(l)ln) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act read with Rule 36 Form 1- of the Central Rules to re- 
present the workmen before the management, the concilia- 
tory and adjudicating authority and by his acts the work- 
men, as rule 37 of the Central Rule prescribes, are to be 
bound but not otherwise. Now, it must be made clear 
lhat this is not a case in cither of the proceedings before 
me in which any unregistered trade union is involved. In 
both Ihc proceedings the case stands on the footing that the 
demand relating to the dispute in both the proceedings was 
laid by a registered trade union i.e.. Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
bearing No. 3449, P.O. Raniganj, CITU, particularly before 
the conciliatory authority as the failure reports show'. The 
workmen themselves have the right to represent them in any 
proceeding under Ihc industrial Disputes Act. Conciliation 
proceeding is indisputably one of such proceedings under the 
Act. Impliedly by the decisions in the three eases quoted 
above, the laying of Ihe charter of demand relating to a 
dispute either by the workmen in a body or by a regis- 
tered trade union authorised in that behalf by the work- 
men who are members thereof before an authority of the 
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management is none the less a proceeding under the in- 
dustrial Disputes Act since if the charter of demand is not 
first laid, either by the workmen or by an authorised re- 
gistered trade union through its any otficer before the au- 
thority of. the management, the first of the three limbs 
that make up a dispute into an industrial dispute under 
Section 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act would be want- 
ing. If the workmen or the registered trade union as the 
case may be, approach the conciliatory authority with the 
charter of demand straight oil before approaching an au- 
thority of the management with such charter of demand, the 
dispute relating to that charter of demand would not be 
an industrial dispute under Section 2(k) of the Act in view 
of the decisions in the three cases referred to above. By 
the implication of those decisions as well as by Sec. 18(f) 
of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 the right to represent the 
workmen by an ollicer of a registered trade union before 
the management by l,«ying the charter of demand for and 
on behalf of the workmen may be created in favour of re- 
gistered trade union by the workmen themselves, who arc 
members of such a registered trade unions, provided the 
workmen members of the said registered trade unions 
authorise such trade union in the manner prescribed by rule 
36 and Form F to lay the charter of demand relating to 
their dispute before the authority of the management. Only 
an officer of such an authorised registered trade union autho- 
rised in the manner prescribed by law may represent the 
workmen by laying the charter of demand for and on behalf 
of the workmen before the authority of the management. If 
neither the workmen nor any officer of a registered trade 
union which is duly authorised by the workmen members of 
such trade union lay the charter of demand before the autho- 
rity of Ihe management and the workmen or the registered 
trade union takes the dispute straight olf to the conciliatory 
authority the dispute may be a distune but would not be an 
industrial dispute under Section 2(k) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act. So, right from the stage of laying the charter of 
demand before the authority of the management upto the 
conclusion of the proceeding before the Conciliatory autho- 
rity and/or before the industrial tribunal or the labour court 
or the National tribunal as the case may be, the proceedings 
under Industrial Disputes Act within the meaning of Sec. 
36(1) of I.D. Act start and continue at three such stages 
and in such proceedings the workmen themselves may repre- 
sent or if the workmen are members of the registered trade 
union, they may authorise such registered trade union to re- 
present the workmen nt all these three stages of the proceed- 
ings, and in that event the officer of such an authorised regis- 
tered trade union, can under Section 36(l)(a) of the I.D. 
Act represent the workmen from the stage of laying the de- 
mand relating to the dispute of the workmen before the au- 
thority of (he management right upto the conclusion of the 
proceedings before any of the adjudicating authorities men- 
tioned above when the award is rendered. 

13. Now, such authorisation by the workmen, us I have 
already discussed, must be elfected in writing by the workmen 
involved in the dispute in the manner prescribed Rule 36 
Form F of the Central Rules whenever the workmen desire 
that in any of the three stages of the proceedings. beginning 
from the laying down of the charter of demand before an 
authority of Ihe management right upto the making of the 
award, thev should be represented by a registered trade union 
and then oniy the representation of the workmen by autho- 
rised trade union may be effective under Section 36(1) (a) 
by any officer of such registered trade union so duly autho- 
rised by the workmen involved in the proceedings at the three 
stages under the Industrial Disputes Act. Therefore, in Sec. 
36(1) (a) of the Act the emphasis lies on the words “regis- 
tered trade union” as appearing in Section 36(1) (a) of the 
Act which must he read w'th Rule 36 Form F of the Central 
Rules. In place of an officer of a registered Trade union 
it should not be read “any member of the Executive or other 
office bearer" in view of the recenl amendment. But the 
words thus replacing “an officer" have no importance in this 
case. Before the conciliatory authority Secretary, Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, CTTU, Knnipnnj raised the dispute relating 
to the demand of the workmen in both the proceedings that 
resulted in the two failure reports. Colliery Mnzdoor Sabha, 
CTTU. Raniganj, which claims to bear Regd- SI. No. 3449 with 
its office, but not head office al Raniganj, is not a registered 
trade union. The Secretary of that trade union committed 
fraud upon the statute when he posed himself before the 
conciliatory authority that he is the Secretary of a Registered 
trade union of the name Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CTTU, 
Raniganj, when, however, there has been no existence of any 


trade union registered as Colliery Mazdoor Sahha, P.O. Rani- 
ganj, District burdwan bearing Reg. SI. No. 3449 anywhere in 
West Bengal. There is one registered trade union, vide Ext. 
M14, bearing the name Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Kegn. SI. No. 
3449, having its registered head office at Jamuria, F.O. Jam Li- 
na, Disk Burdwan which is even now existing as a corporate 
bony under section 13 oi me iraue Union Act, being regis- 
tered as such under Section 8 of the Trade Union Act. There- 
torc, the Gollicry Mnzdoor Sabha, Clt U, F.O. Raniganj, Uist. 
Burdwan is not a registered trade union under the Trade 
Union Act and its Secretary who claims to have raised the 
dispute relating to the demand of the workmen involved 
in both the proceedings before this tribunal was not a Sec- 
retary of a registered trade union and as such was not an 
officer of a registered trade union. There he had no legal 
authority under .Section 36(1) (a) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act to represent the workmen involved in the dispute in both 
these proceedings before the conciliation authority involved 
in both the references in both the proceedings. So. the 
conciliation proceeding relating to both the references, now 
involved in both the proceedings before this tribunal suffered 
from inherent infirmity of law and were wholly vitiated since 
fraud vitiates every transaction. The Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, t i l U, F.O. Raniganj, is not a registered trade union. 
So, the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, being not a registered 
trade union, its Secretary being not an officer of a registered 
trade nion had no authority to represent in the conciliation 
proceedings relating to both the references before the conciliar 
tion officr for and on behalf of the workmen involved in the 
dispute under both the references in both the proceedings. The 
conciliation officer was likely to have the impression that Col- 
liery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU P.O. Raniganj was a registered 
trade union, and that its Secretary was an officer of such a 
registered trade union. Whether the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, CITU, Raniganj, if the Conciliation authority took it 
for granted that it was a registered hade union, was 
authorised by the workmen involved in the dispute under 
both the references in the manner prescribed by Rule 36 
Form F remains in darkness In these two proceedings before 
this tribunal. Apparcnly the failure reports show that the 
conciliation officer took it for granted that the Colliery Maz- 
door Sabha. CI TU, P.O. Raniganj was registered trade union 
and that the registered trade union was authorised by the 
workmen to raise the dispute before the conciliation officer 
relating to both the references in both the proceedings now 
before this tribunal. He was thoroughly misled, if he had 
the impression, as the records show, that he had. The fraud 
was committed on the Statutes patently by the Secretary of 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha P.O. Raniganj when that Secretary 
raised the dispute involved in those two proceedings, now 
before the Tribunal and before the Conciliation officer lead- 
ing him to believe that the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU 
P.O. Raniganj was a registered trade union and the Secretary 
thereof was an ollicer of such a registered trade union autho- 
rised by the workmen to represent them_ in the conciliation 
proceedings before the Conciliation officer. But it is now 
revealed in these two proceedings, that Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha bearing Regd. SI, No. 3449, P.O. Raniganj, Dist. Bur- 
dwan is not a registered trade union vide Fx, Ml 4, and that 
its Secretary who raised the dispute relating to the demand 
of the workmen before the conciliation authority involved 
in the two references in both the proceedings before this 
tribunal was not an officer of a registered trade union. He, 
therefore, committed a fraud on the Statutes l.e. Trade Union 
Act and the Industrial Disputes Act and caused the entire 
conciliation proceedings involved in the two references to be 
vitiated before the Conciliation , officer. So, there was no re- 
presentation before conciliatory authority under Section 36(1) 
(a) Industrial Dispules Act, read with Rule 36 Form F of 
the Industrial Disputes Act and Central rules valid in law. 
On the conclusion of the two conciliation proceedings which 
were vitiated by fraud of the Secretary of the so called trade 
union, the conciliation officer submitted a failure report in 
both the Conciliation proceedings before him upon which 
Ihe Central Government acted in referring the dispute relat- 
ing to (he demand of the workmen under two separate orders 
of reference for adjudication by this tribunal. I have al- 
ready observed that u fraud vitiates every proceedings, either 
legal, or administrative. Upon the failure reports based on 
proceedings before the conciliation officer vitiated by fraud, 
the Central Government can acquire no jurisdiction to refer 
the dispute relating to the demand of the workmen, involved 
in both the orders of reference in both the proceedings before 
this tribunal, for adjudication bv the tribunal, since the res- 
pective dispute relating to the demand of the workmen in- 
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volved in both the proceedings lost its character of an indus- 
trial dispute, under Section 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act when the failure reports were based upon conciliation 
roceedings before the conciliation officer that were vitiated 
y the fraud, committed by the self-styled Secretary of the 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj which had never 
been a registered trade union under the Trade Union Act. 

14. The Central Government under Rule 10B(1) of the 
Industrial Disputes (Central) Rules had sent the order of 
reference in both the proceedings to the Secretary, Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, P.O. Raniganj, District Burdwan. I have 
already observed that in both the proceedings upto July 1972 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, registered No. 3449 affiliated to 
CITU, P.O. Raniganj, Dist. Burdwan appeared before the 
tribunal to represent the workmen involved in the dispute 
under reference in both the proceedings. The Colliery Maz- 
door Sabha registered No. 3449 affiliated to CITU, P.O. Rani- 
ganj, Dist. Burdwan, as I have already held, is not a regis- 
tered trade union. So neither Secretary nor General Sec- 
retary Robin Chattcrjee, is an officer of a 
registered trade union. In both the proceedings before 
this tribunal one Robin Chatterjee as General Secretary, Co- 
lliery Mazdoor Sabha, Registered No. 3449 affiliated to CITU, 
P.O. Raniganj, at Burdwan filed a statement of case and him- 
self claimed to represent the workmen involved in the dis- 
pute under reference in both the proceedings without having 
any legal authority of the workmen, involved in the dispute 
In both the proceedings before this tribunal. The letters of 
authority filed in both proceedings by Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, Registered No. 3449, affiliated to CITU, P.O. Rani- 
ganj, Dist Burdwan, as I have already discussed, would not 
show that the workmen involved in the dispute under refer- 
ence in both the proceedings issued those letters of authority 
in favour of a registered trade union, Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, registered No. 3449, affiliated to CITU, P.O. Rani- 
ganj, Dist. Burdwan, by signing such letters of authority, to 
such registered trade union, in the manner and lo the extent 
as prescribed by Rule 36 Form F of the Central Rules under 
the Industrial Disputes Act. I have already discussed that 
in any proceedings under the Industrial Disputes Act the 
workmen are required by Rule 36 read ith Form F of the 
Central Rules framed under the Industrial Disputes Act to 
make and subscribe a letter of authority in favour of a ro- 
istered trade union of which the workmen are members, 
uch authorised registered Trade Union, then through officer 
(now a member of the executive or an office bearer) shall have 
to accept such authority letter for representing the workmen 
involved in the dispute under reference in the proceedings 
before the Tribunal, and such letter of authority is to be 
filed before the tribunal. On the basis of such letter of 
authority an officer of the authorised registered trade union 
can represent the workmen in the proceedings before the 
tribunal under the Industrial Disputes Act under Section 36(1) 
(a) read with Rule 36 Form F of the Central Rules. But. 
in both the proceedings before this tribunal, the letters of 
authority that have been filed by the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
had not been made and signed by any of the workmen in- 
volved in the dispute under reference in both the proceedings, 
authorising any trade union, be it registered or unregistered, 
to represent the workmen involved in the dispute under ref- 
erence in both the proceedings. So no officer of any trade 
union be it registered or unregistered shall have any right 
to represent workmen in the two proceedings before this 
tribunal. Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, registered No. 3449 affi- 
liated to CITU, P.O. Raniganj, Dist. Burdwan, which I have 
already held is not a registered trade union, but it filed a 
statement of case signed by Robin Chatterjee, General Sec- 
retary on 22-1-71 in Reference No. 103 of 1971. This 
statement is dated 18th November, 1971. On 29th August, 
1972 Robin Chatterjee, General Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, P.O. Raniganj, Dist. Burdwan filed an application. 
On 27-6-72 Moni Bose Secretary for and on behalf of Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj, filed a petition. On 30-6-72 
before this tribunal Moni Bose filed a letter which reads as 
follows: 

“Ref. No, 103 of 1971 

Sir, 

I have been authorised by the Union to appear and place 
the submission to day that is 30-6-72 before the Hon’ble 
Tribunal. 

Fours faithfully, 
Moni Bose, Secretary, 
for and on behalf of Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha (CITU), Raniganj”. 


The letter will show that it is not a letter of authority made 
and signed by the workmen as required by Rule 36 Form F 
of the Central rules read with Section 36(1) (a) of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act. On 10th July, 1972 in Reference No. 
103 of 1971 Robin Chatterjee for and on behalf of the CITU, 
Raniganj filed a letter of authority which reads as follows: 

"I hereby authorised Sri B. Malkhandy (Barrister-at- 
I.aw), and Sri Sudhcndu Mukhcrjce (Advocate), Cal- 
cutta High Court to act and lead the above matter.” 


Who authorised Robin Chatterjee to represent the work- 
men involved in the dispute either in Reference No. 103 of 
1971 of in Reference No. 95 of 19717 There is no letter of 
authority fnade and signed by any workman involved in both 
the references in both the proceedings, authorising Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, P.O. Raniganj, to represent the work- 
men involved in both Ihc references in both the proceedings 
before the tribunal. There is a limit to such fragrant viola- 
tion of law that can possibly be indulged by any sensible man 
of affairs of the world. I have pointedly referred to Rule 
36 Form F of the Central Rules as well as to Section 36(1) 
(a) of the Industrial Disputes Act. In Reference No, 95 of 
1971 Samir Kumar Dhar, Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 
CITU, but not Moni Bose, filed a petition dated 13-8-71 be- 
fore this tribunal praying for time. On 13lh August, 1971 
Samir Dhar claims to be the Secretary of Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, SI. No. 3449, CITU, P.O. Raniganj, in Reference No. 95 
of 1971 whereas, Moni Bose claims in Reference No. 103 to 
be the Secretary of the same union on 30-6-72. On 14-10-71 
the same Samir Kumar Dhar filed a petition for extension 
of time for filing statement of case. Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 
Registered No. 3449, affiliated lo CITU, Raniganj, filed a 
statement of case in case No. 95 of 1971 on 22-11-71 signed 
by Robin Chatterjee, General Secretary. On 10th July, 1972 
in Case No. 95 ofl 971 for and on behalf of the Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, Robin Chattarjee, Secretary but not General 
Secretary filed a letter which is quoted below : 


“The Colliery Mazdoor Sabha do hereby authorise 
Shri Bishnu Malkhandy, Bar-at-Law, to represent 
the workmen,” 


Who authorised Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, P.O. Raniganj to 
represent the workmen in the two proceedings before this 
tribunal? Robin Chatterjee cannot authorise either himself 
or anybody else to represent workmen in any proceedings 
before this tribunal. 1 have already observed that the 
workmen are to make and subscribe the letter of authority 
in favour of a registered trade union in conformity with 
Rule 36 Form F. Such registered trade union shall then 
have to accept it and then an officer of the registered trade 
union or now member of the Executive or an office bearer 
under Sec. 36(1) (a) can come and represent the workmen 
in the two proceedings before this tribunal. There is no 
letter of authority in Reference No. 95 of 1971 and in 
Reference No. 103 of 1971 made and subscribed by the 
workmen under Rule 36 Form F of the Central Rules, in- 
volved in both the references in both the roceedings autho- 
rising any registered or unregistered trade union to repre- 
sent the workmen in both the proceedings before this tribu- 
nal. So, there is no question of acceptance of any such 
letter of authority for representation of the workmen by 
anybody be it a registered trade union or an unregistered 
trade union, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, affiliated to CITU. 
P.O. Raniganj, Regd. No. 3449 if it was at all a registered 
trade union, which it has never been, was required to be 
authorised by the workmen involved in both the proceedings 
before this tribunal by a letter made and subscribed by the 
workmen in the Form F read with Rule 36 of the Central 
Rules. The registered trade union, if so authorised (as in 
this case we are not concerned with any unregistered trade 
union) shall have to accept such authority for representation. 
That letter of authority made and subscribed by the work- 
men involved in these two proceedings accepted by the re- 
gistered trade union were to have been filed before the 
tribunal in both the proceedings. If such a letter of autho- 
rity would have been filed, then any office bearer of such 
a registered trade union or any member of its executive 
was to be considered us authorised by the workmen to re- 
present them in this proceedings and could have acquired a 
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right to represent the workmen involved in these two pro- 
ceedings under Section 36(1) (a) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act read with Rule 36 Form F of the Central Rules. But 
I have found that in neither of the wo proceedings, Re- 
ference No. 95 of 1971, and Reference No. 103, of 1971 
any such letter of authority was filed, made and subscribed 
by the workmen involved in the dispute under reference in 
both the proceedings. So, the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
Raniganj, bearing No. 3449 hos no right to represent any 
of the workmen involved in both the proceedings before this 
tribunal through any of its officers, firstly because it is not 
a registered trade union, and secondly because, even if the 
Colliery, Mazdoor Sabha, P.O, Raniganj. Dist. Burdwan 
would have been a registered trade union, no letter of 
authority made and subscribed by the workmen involved in 
the dispute under reference in both the proceedings, accord- 
ing to Central rule 36 Form F, was filed in cither of these 
proceedings. 

15. To sunt up, the conciliation proceedings were vitiated 
by fraud of a person who claimed to be the Secretary of 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj, representing such 
trade union to be a registered trade union before the Con- 
ciliation officer in the proceedings thus vitiated by fraud of 
the said Secretary aforsaid. The Central Government acted 
on the failure reports that emanated from the result of the 
conciliation proceedings, vitiated by the fraud committed 
on the Statutes by a person who posed himself as Secretary 
of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CF1 U, P.O. Raniganj, before 
the conciliatory authority, as if a registered trade union of 
the name Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj, which 
has never been a registered trade union. The Secretary, 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj got the two 
orders of reference straight from the Central Government 
in both the proceedings and notices were also issued to 
that Secretary by this Tribunal relating to the two orders 
of reference, Then, as I have already observed, there had 
been fragrant violation of the law relating to representation 
of the workmen in both the proceedings before this tribunal 
by the Secretaries and General Secretary of the so called 
registered trade union. Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, 
Raniganj, as none of the workmen involved in the dispute 
under reference in both the proceedings had ever authorised 
any union, be it a registered or a unregistered trade union, 
to represent the workmen by a letter of authority, made 
and subscribed by the workmen in accordance with rule 36 
Form F of the Central Rules read with Section 36(1) (a) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act. But Secretaries and General 
Secretary of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj, 
claimed to represent the workmen bv filing several papers 
signed by them respectively in both the proceedings before 
this tribunal. I have already pointed out the nature of all 
those relevant documents. They had no authority in the 
law, as I have already discussed, to represent the workmen 
involved in the dispute under reference in both the proceed- 
ings before this tribunal. 

16. It would be proper to note another as taunding fea- 
ture. Form H is the Annual return for the year ending 
31st December 1969, Ext. Wl. Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 
G. T. Road, Asansol, bearing No. 3449 filed the return. It 
is not a registered trade union vide Ext. M14. Another 
annual return for the year ending 31st December, 1970 was 
filed by the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, G. T. Road, Asansol, 
at present Raniganj, Dist. Burdwan, bearing SI. No. 3449, 
Ext. W 2. It is not a registered trade union. There is 
Ext. M 1, M 2 and M3. Ml is dated 22-8-70, a letter 
Issued by R. L. C. (C), Asansol to the General Manager, 
Nimcha Coal Company Limited and to the Organising Secre- 
tary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, AITUC, G. T. Road, Asansol. 
Th ere is thus another Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, AITUC at 
G. T. Road, Asansol. On 18-8-1970, vide Ext. M 2 Sunil 
Sen. Organising Secretary of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 
G. T, Road, Asansol, AITUC, wrote a letter to the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (C), Asansol, Ext. M 3 is a letter to 
the Manager, Nimcha Colliery signed by Sunil Sen, Organis- 
ing Secretary of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, AITUC, G. T. 
Road, Asansol and it is dated 26-4-72. Tn 1970 to 1972 
there is one Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, AITUC, G. T. Road. 
Asansol Dist. Burdwan that is operating in the area of 
Nimcha Coal Company, Limited i.e. in Nimcha Colliery, In 
1969 and 1970 vide Ext. W land W 2 a Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, G. T, Road, Asansol and a Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 
P. O. Ranigani bearing SI. No. 3449 did operate as they 
are now onerating. Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Raniganj, am- 
liated to CITU bearing Registration No. 3449, P.O. Raniganj, 
33 G of 1—13. 


Dist. Buruwan, West Bengal, vide Ext. M 4 wrote a letter 
on /th December, 19/0 to the Director, Nimcha Colliery 
signed by Room Challerjee, General Secretary, copy to 
Regional Labour Commissioner, Asansol and Assistant Labour 
Commissioner, Asansol. Ex. M 6 is a letter by the Regional 
Labour commissioner (C), Asansol to the Manager Nimcha 
Colliery relating to a strike notice dated 24-4-72 served on 
the Manager of the Niinchu Colliery by the General Secretary, 
colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India, CITU, Raniganj, Ext. 
M 13 is an award of this tribunal dated 12th lanuary, 1971 
In paragraph 5 of that award it is stated, “The trade union 
of the name of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha espoused the cause 
of the workmen and filed written statement”. In paragraph 
9 of the award it is stated, "The version as given in the 
notice was disputed by the sole witness examined by the 

workmen namely Sunil Sen in Ihc following language 

SunilSen is the author of Ext. M 2 dated 18-8-70 find Hxr. 
M 3 dated 26- 4-72. Sunil Sen is the Organising Secretarv 
of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, AITUC, G. T. Road, Asansol 
which is not n registered trade union, Robin Chatterjce 
claims to he the General Secretary of the Colliery Mazdoui 
Sabha, CITU, G. T Road, Asansol and Raniganj, Dist. 
Burdwan vide Ext. W 1 and W 2 and represent the said 
organisation to be a registered trade union bearing registra- 
tion No. 3449 but it had never been a registered trade union. 
There is in existence only one registered trade union of the 
name Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, Regd, No. 3449 with its 
registered head office at Jamura, P, O. Jamuria, Dist Burdwan, 
as will appear from the Register of Trade Unions maintained 
upto date, (Ext. M 14), produced by the Registrar of Trade 
Unions West Bengal on being summoned by the management 
in both the proceedings. This is how fraud is being perpe- 
trated upon the Statutes, vitiating all transactions by so called 
Secretaries, General Secretary and Organising Secretary of 
so called unions which are not registered trade union, but 
pass themselves to bo registered trade union through those 
so called office bearer. So, in answer to Issue No. (i) I 
conclude as follows : 

Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, bearing Registration No. 
3449, P. O. Raniganj has never been a registered trade union 
under the Trade Union Act. Its Secretary had no authority 
to raise a dispute for and on behalf of the workmen involved 
in both the rocccdings according to law as I have already 
The so called General Secretary of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 
CITU, P. O. Raniganj, or the Secretaries of that Body, being 
not a registered trade union, and having had not been autho- 
rised by the workmen involved in the dispute under reference 
in both (he proceedings accoiding to law as I have already 
discussed, have no right to represent the workmen in these 
two proceedings before this tribunal under Section 36(l)(a) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act and had no authority for repre- 
senting the workmen in any proceedings under the Industrial 
Disputes Act, including the stages of the proceedings com- 
mencing from the laying of the charter of demand before the 
authority of the management, before the conciliatory authority 
and in filing the statement of ease for and on behalf of the 
workmen and doing any other act in both the proceedings 
before this tribunal. Moreover, as I have already found, the 
conciliation proceedings before the conciliation authority had 
been vitiated by fraud of the so called Secretary of the 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj that tainted the 
two failure reports with legal infirmity. So, upon the failure 
reports, vitiated by fraud committed by the so called General 
Secretary of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj, in 
the conciliation proceedings before the conciliation authority 
relating to the demand, involved in the two references in 
these two proceedings, the Central Government acquired no 
jurisdiction to refer the dispute under both the references 
in both the proceedings for adjudication by this tribunal 
since those disputes may be disputes, but are not industrial 
disputes under Section 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
The Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj, has no right 
nor any authority to represent the workmen involved in the 
dispute under reference in both the proceedings before this 
tribunal nor had it any authority to represent the workmen 
in the roceedings from the stage of laying of the charter 
of demand relating to the dispute in both the references be- 
fore the authority of the management right upto the stage 
of conciliatiion proceedings before the Conciliation Officer, 

17. Issue No, (11): In the two proceedings the workmen 
had not been legally represented by any trade union worth 
the name, The Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, had no 
legal authority to represent the workmen involved in both the 
reference in both the proceedings before this tribunal, though 
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the General Secretary or the Secretary of the said ogrnisation 
claimed to represent the workmen upto certain stage in both 
the proceedings, say, upto 13th July, 1972. Such represen- 
tation was thoroughly illegal. 

18. During the pendeny of the proceedings in both the 
references came the Colliery Mazdoor Snbha of India, P. O. 
Raniganj, District Burdwan affiliated to CITU. This Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha of India was never authorised by any of 
the workmen, involved in both the references in both the pro- 
ceedings, to represent the workmen in the two proceedings 
before this tribunal in the manner and to the extent as 
required by Rule 36 Form F of the Central Rules read with 
Section 36(l)(a) of the Industrial Disputes Act. Mr. Mal- 
khandy who had no legal authority to represent the Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha of India placed before me a decision reported 
in 1959 II LLJ, Hotel Imperial v.r. Chief Commissioner, Delhi 
and Ors., page 553. He submitted that although the Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, P. O. Raniganj, was mentioned in 
the orders of the two references and the orders of the two 
references were sent to the Secretary of that organisation, 
the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India, a registered trade union 
has a right to represent the workmen involved in both the refer- 
ence in both the proceedings. In Hotel Imperial’s case, 
in the order of reference it was stated amongst other things, 
"that an industrial dispute exists between the management 
of Hotel Imperial, India and its workmen as represented 
by Hotel Workers Union, Katra, Chandni Chawk, Delhi”. 
The contention in that case was that the order of reference 
was bad in law as the party involved in the dispute on the 
side of the workmen were the workmen themeselves but 
not the union. That contention was over ruled by their 
Lordships of the Supreme Court. At page 554 their Lord- 
ships observed, “The addition of the words as representative 
of Hotel Workers Union, Katra, Chandni Chowk, Delhi 
was merely for the sake of convenience so that the tribunal 
may know to whom it should give notice when proceeding to 
deal with the reference. That however did not preclude the 
workmen. If they wanted to be represented by any other 
union, to apply to tho tribunal for such representation or 
even to apply for being made parties individually”. (Underlined 
by me for emphasis). Then their Lordships elucidated Sec- 
tion 36 of the Industrial Act. I rely on the observations of 
their Lordships underlined above. None of the workmen 
applied under rule 36 Form F before this Tribunal authoris- 
ing any union, not to speak, of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of 
India, to represent the workmen involved in the two proceedings 
before this tribunal. The General ecretary of the Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha of India, as I have already observed, con- 
stituted himself an authority to appoint Mr. Malkhandv a 
counsel to represent the workmen in these two proceedings 
for and on behalf of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India. 
None of the workmen, if they are members of that organisa- 
tion, has made and subscribed any letter of authority accord- 
ing to rule 36 Form F of the Central Rules authorising 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India, if it is a registered trade 
union, to represent the workmen involved in the dispute under 
the two reference in these two proceedings before this tri- 
bunal. As no such letter of authority was made and sub- 
scribed in favour of the said Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of 
India by the workmen, so no such letter was filed before 
this tribunal by the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of Tndia, accept- 
ing the responsibility of representing the workmen involved 
in both the reference in both the proceedings, signing the 
column of acceptance in such letter so as to bind by the acts 
of an officer of such organisation in the two proceedings 
before this tribunal, the workmen involved in the dispute 
in both the references in both the proceedings. So, Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha of Tndia has no right to represent any work- 
man in either of the proceedings before this tribunal under 
Section 36(1) (a) of the Industrial Disputes Act. Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha of Tndia may be registered trade union. But the 
point is, whether the workmen involved in the dispute under 
the two references in the two proceedings before this tribunal 
bv making and subscribing a letter of authority in terms 
of rule 36 Form F, authorised the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
of Tndia to represent the workmen in these two proceedings 
before this tribunal. The Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India 
did not. through its General Secretary, Robin Chatterjee. 
or its Secretaries, as the case may be, file any such letter of 
authority to show that the workmen involved in the two 
references in these two proceedings did authorise as required 
bv law the Colliery Mazdoor abha of India to represent the 
workmen in the two proceedings before this tribunal so as 
to entitle either the General Secretary or the Secretary of 
that organisation to appear before this tribunal in these two 
proceedings to represent the workmen involved in the two 


references in the two proceedings before this tribunal. There- 
fore, from ihe start right upto this date the workmen had 
not been represented by any trade union according to law 
neither by the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj 
nor by the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India. I cannot 
allow either of the two organisations to represent the work- 
men involved in the dispute in both the references in both 
the proceedings since neither Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU 
Raniganj nor the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India has 
ever 'produced any letter of authority of the nature I have 
already discussed to entitle any of the office bearers of 
that organisation, be it registered or unregistered trade union, 
to represent the workmen involved in both the proceedings In 
both the references before this tribunal under Section 36(1) 
(a) of the Industrial Disputes Act read with Rule 36 Form F 
of the Central rules. So, in both tho proceedings no action 
taken at the instance of the Secretary or the General Sec; 
retury either of Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj 
or Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of India has been effective to 
bind the workmen involved in the dispute in both the re- 
ferences in both the proceedings within the scope of Rule 37 
of the Central rules. Moreover the dispute referred to for 
adjudication in these two proceedings, as I have already 
observed, Is not an industrial dispute within Sec. 2(k) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act for the reasons I have elabora- 
tely discussed. Accordingly, the Centra Government acquired 
no jurisdiction on the failure reports the character of which I 
have already discussed to make a reference of the dispute which 
is not an industrial dispute under Section 2(k) of the I.D. 
Act, in the two references involved in both the proceedings 
before this tribunal. So, the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU 
Raniganj and Colliery Mazdoor Sabha of Tndia have no 
legal status to represent the workers in both the proceedings 
before this tribunal under Section 36(1) (a) read with Rule 
36 Form F of the Central Rules nor any of its officer can 
by any of its act done in both the proceedings bind the work- 
men in view of Rule 37 of the Central Rules. So, upto 
this date the workmen have not been represented in cither 
of the proceedings before this tribunal by any legally autho- 
rised representative. 


19. Issue No. (iii): I have already found that the Sec- 
retary Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj, when raised 
the dispute relating to the demand of workmen involved in 
the two reference in both the proceedings committed a fraud 
upon the Statutes. Therefore, the entire conciliation pro- 
ceedings were vitiated by fraud at the instance of the Secretary, 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj. The failure re- 
orts emanated from such conciliation proceedings vitiated 
y fraud were not a failure reports according to law in both 
the proceedings before the conciliation authority. The Cen- 
tral Government acted on such failure reports and made 
references of the disputes relating to the demands of the 
workmen involved in both the proceedings before this tri- 
bunal for adjudication by this tribunal. The Central Govern- 
ment’s order in the two references thus suffers from the 
legal infirmity based on the failure reports vitiated by fraud 
of the so called Secretary of a so called trade union which 
is not a registered trade union. I have elaborately discussed 
this aspect already in Issue No. (i). Now, who authorised 
the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj to lay the 
charter of demand for the workmen relating to the two 
disputes in the two references in both the proceedings? Did 
the workmen authorise the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, 
Raniganj7 There is no evidence. The authorisation should 
be also at that stage as I have already observed, by the 
workmen in confirmity with rule 36 Form F of the Cen- 
tral rules framed under the industrial Disputes Act of 1947 
and that authorisation must be to a registered trade union. 
But Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, CITU, Raniganj is 

not a registered trade union. I have already ob- 

served that the first limb in making of the dispute 
starts when the workmen or the union authorised by the 
workmen who are members thereof approach the manage- 
ment with the charter of demand. If a registered trade union 
was not lawfully authorised by the workmen who are mem- 
bers thereof, that means in terms of Tule 36 Form F of the 
Central Rules to lay the charter of demand relating to the 
dispute before the authority of the management, there was 
the absence of the first limb in the making up a dispute Into 

an industrial dispute under Section 2(k) of the Industrial 

Disputes Act, Tn view of the principles inundated in the 
three decisions referred to above, the next limb Is the raisins 
of the dispute before the conciliation officer. There alsc 
the registered trade union shall have to be authorised by th< 
workmen in the manner as I have already observed, If then 
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is no such workmen’s authorisation, no officer of any register- 
ed trade union can raise a dispute before the conciliation offi- 
cer if he did so, the second iimb in the making of a 
dispute mlo an industrial dispute under Sec. 2(k) of the 
Act would be wanting. Next the third stage-filing of the state- 
ment of case on behalf of the workmen. There also the work- 
men must in terms of rule 36 form F of the Central rules 
make and subscribe a letter of authority in favour of the re- 
gistered trade union and the registered Trade Union shall 
have to accept that letter of authority and shall have to file 
that letter of authority before the tribunal. In that event 
any officer of a registered trade union shall be entitled to 
represent the workmen involved in the proceedings before the 
tribunal but not otherwise. Now, these three limbs constitut- 
ing the demand relating to the dispute of the workmen makes 
up a dispute into an industrial dispute under Section 2(k) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act but not otherwise. This crux of 
the principle has been enunciated firstly by the Madras High 
Court in Raju's Cafe’s case, secondly by their Lordships of 
the Supreme Court in the case of Sindhu Resettlement Corpo- 
ration, etc., and thirdly by the Delhi High Court in the case 
Tedder Lloyds, etc. Judging from the said principle the dis- 
pute that has been referred to for adjudication in these two 
proceedings is not an industrial dispute under Section 2(k) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act. Therefore, irrespective of 
the question whether before the hnanagement any union raised 
the demand relating to the dispute in both the reference becomes 
irrelevant. Next, the conciliation proceedings in both the 
reference were vitiated by the fraud purpetrated by a person 
who posed himself as a Secretary of a seemingly registered 
trade union but which has never been a registered trade 
union. This was a fraud upon the Statutes and any fraud on the 
Statutes vitiates any proceeding be it administrative, judicial 
or quasi-judicial. Therefore, the failure reports thus vitiated 
by the fraud in the manner and to the extent I have already 
discussed created no jurisdiction in the Central Government 
to act upon such failure reports to exercise its jurisdiction to 
make a reference under Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, the dispute in both the references to this tri- 
bunal for adjudication. So, the dispute under the reference 
in both the proceedings referred to for adjudication by this 
tribunal la not an industrial dispute within Section 2(k) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act in view of the law that I have 
discussed and the facts that I have found in these two pro- 
ceedings. 

20. Accordingly, I answer the issue No.(iii) that the dis- 
pute referred to for adjudication in both the references in 
both the proceedings is not an industrial dispute under Sec- 
tion 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act, and that the Central 
Government acquired no jurisdiction on the failure reports 
vitiated by fraud to exercise its juiisdiction under Section 10 
(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputps Act to refer the dispute 
in both the references for adjudication by this tribunal since 
such disputes may be disputes, but not industrial disputes 
under Section 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act. 

21. Therefore, this tribunal has acquired no jurisdiction on 
the two orders of reference in both the proceedings to enter- 
tain either of the references and to adjudicate thereon. Ac- 
cordingly, I reject both the references. 

This is my award. 


S. N. BAGCHT, Presiding Officer. 


December 19, 1972. 


New Delhi, the 11th January, 1973 

S.O. 176. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, No. 2, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Murulidih 20/21 Pits Colliery of Messrs Bengal 
Coal Company Limited, Post Office Mohuda, District Dhan- 
bad and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 4th January, 1973. 

[No. 2/115/70-LRTT.] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

Present : 

Shri Nandagiri Venkata Rao, Presiding Officer, 

Reference No. 5 of 1971 

In the matter of an industrial dispute under S. 10(1) (d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Murulidih 
20/21 Pits Colliery of Messrs Bengal Coal Company 
Limited, Post office Mohuda, District Dhanbad 

AND 

Their workmen. 


Appearances t 


On behalf of the employer* in 
relation to the management of 
Murulidih 20/21 Pits Colliery. 

On behalf of Bharat Coking 
Coal Ltd. 


On behalf of the workmen. 


State: Bihar. 


: Shri D. N arsing. 
Advocate. 


Shri S. S. Mukherjee, 
Advocate, 


Shri S. V. Acharior, 
General Secretary, 
Hindustan Khan 
Mazdoor Sangh. 

Industry: Coal. 


Dhanbad, 1st January, 1973 


AWARD 

The Central Government, being of opinion that an indus- 
trial dispute exists between the employers in relation to the 
management of Murulidih 20/21 Pits colliery of Messrs 
Bengal Coal Company Limited, Post office Mohuda, District 
Dhanbad and their workmen, by its order No. 2/115/70- 
I.RTI dated 10 December, 1972 referred to this Tribunal 
under Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
for adjudication the dispute in respect of the matters speci- 
fied in the schedule annexed thereto. The Schedule is ex- 
tracted below : — 


SCHEDULE 

“Whether the undermentioned workmen were locked- 
out on the dates mentioned against each by the 
management of Murulidih 20/21 Pits Colliery of 
Messrs Bengal Coal Company Limited, Post office 
Mohuda, District Dhanbad 7 If so, to what relief 
arc the workmen concerned entitled ? 


s. 

No, 

Name of the 
workmen 

Designation 

Date of stoppage 
of work 

1 . 

Bhimraj[Mahato 

C.C. Machine 
Driver 

10.4.1970 and 
11.4.1970 

2. 

Dhuma Mahato 

do 

11.4.1970 

3. 

Ch. Rezak Mia 

do 

do 

4. 

Topi Roy C.C.M. Drivcr-cum-Helper do 

5. 

Rasik Mahato 

C.C.M. Drhcr 

do 

6. 

Muslim Ansari 

do 

do 

7. 

Ramadhani[Turi 

do 

do 

8 . 

Sitaram Bouri 

do 

do 

2. 

On 20 December 

1972 Shri S. V. 

Acharior, General 


Secretary, Hindusthan Khan Mazdoor Sangh on behalf of 
the workmen, Shri D. Narsingh, Advocate on behalf of the 
employers and Shri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate on behalf 
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of the Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. have filed a compromise 
memo and verified the content? as correct. Having gone 
through the terms of compromise I find them beneficial to 
the workmen in general and the affected workmen in parti- 
cular. The compromise memo is, therefore, accepted and 
the award is made in terms of the compromise and sub- 
mitted under S. 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 
The compromise memo is annexed herewith and made part 
of the award. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

Present I 

Shri Nandagiri Venkata Rao, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. 21 of 1971 

In the matter of an industrial dispute under S. 10<l)(d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 


N. VENKATA RAO, Presiding Officer, 


BEFORE THE HON’BLE PRESIDING OFFICER, CEN- 
TRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO. II) AT DHANBAD 


In the matter of : — 

Reference No. 5 of 1971 


Parties t 

Employers in relation to Murulidth 20/21 Pits Colliery 
AND 

Their Workmen, 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 

AH the parties in the present proceedings have amicably 
settled the dispute involved in the present Reference on the 
terms hereinafter stated : — 

. (1) That since the dispute related to a very short period 
of stoppage of work ( t.e . for one day only for 7 workmen 
(S, No. 2 to 8 of the Schedule to Order of Reference and 
for two days in respect of workman at Sr. No. 1 of the said 
Schedule) and the matter had been settled soon after the 
dispute and the concerned all eight workmen were carrying 
on their normal work, no dispute survives at present, and 
the concerned workmen do not claim any wages for tho 
said period of stoppage of work. 

(2) The General Secretary, Hindustan Khan Mazdoor 
Sangh will be paid a sum of Rs. 150/- (Rupees one hundred 
fifty only) as the cost of proceedings. 

(3) The above terms finally resolve the dispute between 
the parties and, therefore, there is no subsisting dispute for 
adjudication in the present Reference, 

It is, therefore, prayed that the Hon'ble Tribunal may be 
pleased to accept this Settlement and to give the Award in 
terms thereof, 

FOR THE EMPLOYERS FOR THE WORKMEN 

Manager, 

Murulidih 20/21 Pits 
Colliery. 

General Secretary, 
Hindustan Khan Mazdoor Sangh. 

For Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

J. N. P. SAHI, 
Labour & Law Adviser 
Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

Dated 20 December, 1972. 


Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Pootkee 
colliery of Messrs Oriental Coal Company Limited, Post 
Office Kusunda, District Dhanbad 

AND 

Their Workmen. 


Appearances : 

On behalf of the workmen : Shri S. Dasgupta, 

Advocate. 

On behalf of the employers : Shri S. S, Mukherjce, 

in relation to the Management Advocate, 
of Pootkee Colliery, and 
Bharat Coking Coal Ltd, 


State: Bihar. Industry: Coal, 


Dhanbad, 1st January 1973 
AWARD 

The Central Government, being of opinion that an indus- 
trial dispute exists between the employers in relation to the 
management of Pootkee colliery of Messrs Oriental Coal 
Company Limited, Post office Kusunda, District Dhanbad 
and their workmen, by its order No. 2/128/70-L.R.I! dated 
18th January, 1971 referred to this Tribunal under Section 
10(1 )(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for adjudi- 
cation the dispute in respect of the matters specified in the 
schedule annexed thereto. The schedule i extracted below : 

SCHEDULE 

‘Whether the action of the management of Pootkee 
Colliery of Messrs Oriental Coal Company Limited, 
Post office Kusunda, District Dhanbad, in not plac- 
ing Shri Shanti Prakash, Lathcman, in Calegory VI 
as recommended by the Coal Wage Board is justi- 
fied 7 If not, to what relief is the workman 
entitled 7" 

2, On 23rd December, 1972 Shri S. Dasgupta, Advocate 
on behalf of the workmen and Shri S. S. Mukherjce, Advo- 
cate on behalf of the employers and Bharat Coking Coal 
Ltd. have filed a compromise memo and verified the contents 
as correct. Having gone through the terms of compromise 
I find them beneficial to the workmen in general and the 
affected workman in particular. The compromise memo is, 
therefore, accepted and the award is made in terms of the 
compromise and submitted under S. 15 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. The compromise memo is annexed 
herewith and made part of the award, 


New Delhi, the 11th January, 1973 

S.O. 177, — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, No. 2, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Pootkee Colliery of Messrs Oriental Coal Com- 
pany Limited, Post Office Kusunda, District Dhanbad and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 4th January, 1973. 

[No. 2/128/70-LRII] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 


N. VENKATA RAO, Presiding Officer. 

BEFORE TIIE HON'BLE PRESIDING OFFICER, CEN- 
TRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(No. II) AT DHANBAD 

In the matter of 

Reference No. 21 of 1971 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to Pootkee Colliery, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 
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MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 

All the parties in the present proceedings have amicably 
settled the dispute involved in the present Reference on the 
terms hereinafter stated : — 

(1) That Sri Shanti Prakash (Latheman) the workman 
concerned in the present Reference shall be placed in Cate- 
gory-VI (Six) (under the Recommendations of the Central 
Wage Board (Coal Mining Industry) with effect from the 
15th August, 1972 with starting basic wage rate of Rs, 11.30 
P (Rupees eleven and Paise thirty only) per day with effect 
from the said date (15/8/72). His next increment will be 
allowed from the 15th February, 1973. 

(2) The Joint-General Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, 
will be paid a sum of Rs. 200/- (Rupees two hundred only) 
as cost of the proceedings. 

(3) The above terms finally resolve the dispute between 
the parties and, therefore, there is no subsisting dispute for 
adjudication in the present Reference. 

It is, therefore, prayed that the Hon’ble Tribunal may be 
pleased to accept this Settlement and to give the Award in 
terms thereof. 

FOR THE EMPLOYERS FOR THE WORKMEN 

S, DAS GUPTA, 

Manager, Joint-General Secy. 

Pootkce Colliery. Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. 


For Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

J. N. P. SAHI, 
Labour Sc Law Adviser. 
Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

Dated, 23rd December, 1973. 


New Delhi, the 11th January, 1973 


S.O. 178. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby published the following award of the Central Go- 
vernment industrial Tribunal, No. 3, Dhanbad, in the in- 
dustrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of 1/12 & 2/12 Inclines of Kendwadih Colliery 
of Messrs G. S. Atwal & Company (Asansol), Raising & 
Selling Agents at Kendwadih Colliery of M/s. East Indian 
Coal Company Limited, Post Office Kusunda, District Dhan- 
bad and their workmen, which was received by the Centra) 
Government on the 6th January, 1973. 


[No. 2/140 /68-LRIT.j 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 

CENTRAL GQVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT NO. 3, DHANBAD 

Reference No. 55 of 1969 

Present: 

Shri B. S. Tripathi, Presiding Officer. 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of 1/12 & 
2/12 Inclines of Kendwadih Colliery represented 
by M/s. G. S. Atwal & Co. (Asansol), Raising & 
Selling Agents at Kendwadih Colliery of M/s. 
East Indian Coal Co. Ltd.. P.O, Kusunda, Dist. 
Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

Appearances: 

For Employers — Shri Jagir Singh, Advocate represent- 
ing M/s. G. S. Atwal & Co., Dhanbad, 

Shri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate representing Bharat 
Coking Coal Ltd, 


For Workmen— Shri Lai it BurmEtn, General Secretary, 
Bihar K°y la Mazdoor Sabha. 

Industry: Coal. State: Bihar. 

Dhanbad, the 30th December, 1972 
AWARD 

This is a reference under Section 10(l)(d) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 made by the Central Government in 
the Ministry of ■ Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment), as per their 
Order No. 2/140/68-LRII dated the 14th August 1969, 
to this Tribunal for adjudication of an industrial dispute, 
mentioned in the schedule of reference existing between 
the parties named above. The schedule is extracted be- 
low: — 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the management of 1/12 & 
2/12 inclines of Kendwadih Colliery, P.O. Kusunda. 
Dt. Dhanbad of M/s. G. S. Atwal & Co. (Asan- 
sol), Raising and Selling Agents at Kendwadih 
Colliery of M/s. East Indian Coal Co. Ltd., in 
dismissing from services the following workmen 
vide management's letter dated the 3 1st January, 
1966 was justified? If not, to what relief are the 
workmen entitled? 


SI. No. 


Name 

Designation 

1 . 

Sri 

IZallu Lodh 

M.C.Loader 

— 2. 

Sri 

Kishun Passi 

P. Minner 

3. 

Sri 

Hanuman Passi 

Trammer 

4. 

Sri 

Prahalad Passi 

Drillman 

5. 

Sri 

Parmeshwar Yadgva 

P. Miner 

6. 

Sri 

Seoprasad Lodh 

M.C.Loader 

7. 

Srj 

Janeshar Mahato 

Trammer 

8. 

Sri 

Maharanidin Lodh 

R. Dresser." 


2. The reference was received in this Tribunal on 28-8-1969 
and was registered as reference No. 55 of 1969. The In- 
dustrial dispute in question was sponsored by Bihar Koyla 
Mazdoor Sabha, Dhanbad. This Union represented the 
workmen in the present proceeding as well. The Union 
filed written statement in the reference on 17-12-1969, On 
behalf of M /s. G. S. Atwal & Company written statement 
was filed on 6-4-1970. During the pendency of the present 
reference the management of the concerned colliery vested 
in the Central Government under the provisions of the Coking 
Coal Mines (Emergency Provision) Act, 1971 with effect 
from 17-10-1971 and thereafter the management of the con- 
cerned colliery was handed over to Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited, a Government Company, with effect from 18-1-1972. 
Thereafter notice was given to the Chairman of Bharat 
Coking Coal Limited to show cause as to why the said 
company shall not be impleaded as a party to the reference. 
On 23-3-1972 the B. C. C. Limited tiled a petition stating 
that the campany had no objection to be added as a party 
to the reference. After hearing the parties and the Advo- 
cate of B. C. C. Limited the B. C. C. Limited was imn 
pleaded as a party to the present reference as per Order 
No. 22 dated the 23rd March, 1972. The B. C. C. Limited 
filed written statement on 29-4-1972 adopting the written 
statement filed by the outgoing employers namely M/s. 
G. S. Atwal St Company on merits. It is however stated 
in the written statement of the B. C, C. Limited that the 
B. C. C. Limited is in no way liable or responsible for any 
act of the past management prior to the date of taking 
over of the colliery by the Central Government under the 
Coking Coal Mines (Emergency Provision) Act, 1971. 

3. The concerned workmen in the present reference, men- 
tioned in the schedule of reference, are eight in number, 
working in different capacities in 1/12 & 2/12 Inclines of 
Kendwadih Colliery. They were dismissed from services 
by the management’s letter dated the 31st January, 1966. 
The reference is for a decision as to the justification or 
otherwise of the action of the management in this regard 
and if not justified, what relief the concerned workmen are 
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entitled to. Ext, W-5 series are some of the letters of dis- 
missal issued to the concerned workmen by the manage- 
ment, namely, M/s, G. S. Atwal &. Co. (Asansol). The 
said dismissal letters purport to show that in a departmental 
enquiry held for the misconduct of the concerned workmen, 
for which chargesheet was issued to them, had been satis- 
factorily established and accordingly they were dismissed 
from service. Ext. W-l series are the chargeshects issued 
to the concerned workmen. It appears that the charges 
levelled against all the eight workmen are the same. The 
charges are that the said workmen had assaulted the Asstt. 
Labour Officer of the Company on 3-9-1964 and that on 
account of this assault there was a criminal case in which 
the said workmen were convicted by a First Class Magis- 
trate, Dhanbad for offences involving moral turpitude. All 
the workmen were thus charged with the aforesaid miscon- 
duct. Ext. W-2 series are the explanations submitted by 
the concerned workmen to the chargesheet issued to them. 
The explanation of all the eight workmen is the same. The 
concerned workmen denied to have assaulted the Asstt. 
Labour Officer and stated further that they were falsely 

implicated in the criminal case in question by the Asstt. 
Labour Officer and as against the judgment of conviction 

an appeal was pending before the Court of District & 

Sessions Judge, Dhanbad. Ext. W-3 series are the letters 
of the management dated the 24th December, 1965 to the 
concerned workmen intimating that a departmental enquiry 
would be held on the 29lh December, 1965 at 10 A.M., 
at the Office of 1/12 Incline and the concerned workmen 
were asked to be present at the relevant time with their 
witnesses, if any. On receipt of the said letters, it appears, 
the concerned workmen wrote to the Manager of . the 
Company that as the appeal was pending for hearing be- 
fore the Court of the District & Sessions Judge, Dhanbad 
the management had no jurisdiction to hold the depart- 
mental enquiry into the matter. F.xt. W-4 series dated 
25-12-1965 are the letters in question. According to the 

case of the workmen the concerned workmen and others 
went to the colliery office to enquire about the position 
regarding the payment of quarterly bonus for the quarter 
ending the 30th June 1964, which was not paid to them 
within the stipulated period i.e. on or before 31-8-1964. 
The workmen state that instead of listening to them the 
management got them implicated in a false criminal case 
on the basis of a concorted report of the Asstt. Labour 
Officer, In that case the Trying Magistrate convicted the 
concerned workmen for offences under Section 147 & 448 
of Indian Panel Code and sentenced each of them to under- 
go rigorous imprisonment for a period of two months under 
each of the sections as per Judgment and Order dated 
15-12-1965, The workmen thereafter filed an appeal 
against the order of conviction and sentence awarded to 
them before the Learned District & Sessions Judge, Dhan- 
bad who by his judgment dated the 31st July, 1967 set 
aside the order of the conviction of the workmen and ac- 
quitted them of the charges levelled against them. The 
workmen state that immediately after the order of con- 
viction was passed by the Learned Magistrate, the manage- 
ment framed and issued chargesheet dated 17-12-1965, referred 
to above, without waiting for the result of the appeal 
preferred by the workmen before the District & Sessions 
Judge, inspite of the fact that the workmen in their show 
cause to the chargesheet brought the fact of filing of the 
appeal to the notice of the management, and the manage- 
ment proceeded with the departmental proceeding. The case 
of (he workmen is that in fact no enquiry was held res- 
pect to the chargesheet issued to them, that the workmen 
did not assault the Asstt, Labour Officer, that the convic- 
tion of the workmen in the criminal case under Section 
147 & 44 g of T.P.C,, does not amount to their conviction 
for offences involving moral turpitude, that the conviction 
of (he workmen by the Trying Magistrate was not aside 
by the Appeallatc Court which found the workmen not 
guilty of the charges levelled against (hem and that the 
workmen were not guilty of any misconduct under the 
provisions of the Standing Orders for Coal Mining Industry. 
It is, accordingly, alleged that the order of dismissal of the 
workmen by the management is not at all justified and 
it amounts to unfair labour practice. The prayers was 
accordingly Is to reinstate the concerned workmen in their 
respective posts with continuity of service and full back 
wages and other benefits accruing to them. 

4. The case of the management is that the concerned 
workmen were dismissed from service after holding proper 
departmental enquiry for assaulting the Asstt. J.abour Offi- 
cer and on account of the fact that they were convicted by the 


criminal court of offences of serious nature involving moral 
turpitude. It is submilted that the assault by the workmen 
and their conviction by the criminal court for offences 
involving moral turpitadc amount to misconduct under the 
provisions of the Standing Orders of the Company and as 
the misconduct alleged against the workmen was satisfac- 
torily established in the departmental enquiry they were 
rightly dismissed by the management from service. 


5. I may mention at this place that neither the manage- 
ment nor the workmen have examined any witness in sup- 
port of their respective allegations. The only document 
filed by the management is the Standing Orders for the 
Coal Mining Industry and it is marked as Ext, M-l on 
admission by the workmen. Out of the documents filed on 
behalf of workmen I have already referred to the docu- 
ments, Ext. W-l scries to W-5 series while stating the facts 
of the case of the workmen. Besides the above documents, 
the only other document filed by the workmen is the certi- 
fied copy of the judgment of the Learned Sessions Judge. 
Dhanbad dated 31-7-1967 in criminal appeal No. 231 of 
2965 (Ext. W-6), This appeal was filed by the concerned 
workmen and another against their conviction under Sec- 
tions 147 & 448 of I.P.C,, by J. P. Singh, Munsif Magis- 
trate, First Class, Dhanbad by his order dated the 15th 
December, 1965. On perusal of the judgment of the Learned 
Sessions Judge it appears that according to the prosecution 
case the concerned workmen and some others went into 
the office room of the Asstt. l abour Officer of M/s. G. S. 
Atwal & Company, Shri lima Shankar Singh, and asked 
as to why bonus had not been paid to some of the 
labourers, whereupon Sri Uma Shankar Singh replied that 
it was because they had taken part in the strike, There- 
upon, it is stated, one Chhotu Lai Lodh, not a concerned 
workman, gave a push to the Asstt. Labour Officer and 
others dragged him out of the office room. Thus the con- 
cerned workmen were charged under Section 147 of I.P.C. 
for being members of an unlawful assembly, the common 
object of which was to assault the said Asstt, Labour Officer, 
and under Section 448 of I.P.C. for committing house 
trespass with intent to assault the said Asstt. Labour Offi- 
cer. The Trial Court convicted the concerned workmen 
under both the aforesaid sections and sentenced each of 
them to undergo rigorous imprisonment for two months 
under each section, with a direction that the sentences 
awarded to them shall run concurrently. The Learned 
Appellate Court after scrutinizing the evidence adduced in 
the case came to the conclusion that the ingredients of the 
offences for which the concerned workmen were charged 
were not established at all and accordingly he set aside the 
order of conviction of the concerned workmen and acquit- 
ted them of the charges. 


6, The management have not produced any document re- 
lating to the enquiry proceeding in the alleged domestic 
enquiry held in pursuance of the chargsheets issued 
to the concerned workmen. There is no evidence 
as to who had held the departmental enquiry or to show 
that fair oppoi trinity was afforded to the concerned work- 
ment to defend themselves in the said proceeding. Even 
the enquiry report has not been filed by the management. 
According to the case of the management the concerned 
workmen were dismissed from service since the charges 
levelled against (he workmen were found established in a 
domestic enquiry, In the absence of any evidence oral or 
documentary relating to the alleged departmental enquiry, 
the dismissal of the workmen by the management in conse- 
quence of the alleged enquiry cannot be allowed to stand. 


7. Of course, in case of defective enquiry or no enquiry 
before the order of dismissal was passed, the management 
could have proved the charges levelled against the work- 
men before the Tribunal by adducing evidence independent 
of the domestic enquiry. As pointed out above, the 
management have not adduced any evidence whatsoever in 
proof of the alleged charges against the concerned work- 
men, Thus there is no evidence before the Tribunal to 
come to the conclusion that the concerned workmen had 
assaulted the Asstt. Labour Officer of M/s. G. S, Atwal & 
Co. Therefore, it must be held that the charge of alleged 
assault on the Asstt. Labour Officer by the concerned 
workmen has not been proved at all, either during the 
domestic enquiry or before the Tribunal after reference, 
independent of the domestic enqufry. 
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8. So far as the other charge is concerned, namely, the 
charge that the concerned workmen were convicted of offen- 
ces under Sections 147 & 448 of I.P.C. there is admission 
of the workmen in their written statement that they were 
convicted of the said charges by a Criminal Court, It is 
not the conviction in any Court of Law by itself amounts 
to misconduct justifying punishment of fine or suspension 
or dismissal of concerned workman, but in order that the 
said conviction may amount to a misconduct it must be 
for any criminal olfence involving moral turpitude. In this 
connection reference may be made to Clause 27(15) of the 
Standing Orders Ext. W-6. It is true that at the time when 
the chargeshcct was issued to the concerned workmen and 
they were dismissed from service there was the order of 
conviction of the said workmen by a criminal court for 
offences under Sections 147 & 448 of I.P.C. On behalf 
of the workmen it is submitted that the said conviction 
does not amount to conviction for offences involving moral 
turpitude. 1 fully agree with the above submission. The 
management has not produced the certified copy of the 
judgment of conviction of the concerned workmen by the 
Trying Magistrate, but with reference to the judgment of 
the Appellate Court I have already stated above what the 
case of the prosecution was and how the concerned worg- 
men was charged for offences under Sections 147 &. 448 
of I.P.C. In consideration of the same, it becomes abun- 
dantly clear that the offences alleged to have been committed 
by the workmen do not involve any moral turpitude so as 
to attract the provisions of Clause 27(15) of the Standing 
Orders. There is another aspect which requires considera- 
tion. At the time the chargeshcct was issued an appeal 
had been preferred before the Learned Sessions Judge of 
Dhanbad against their conviction by the Trying Magistrate 
and the appeal was pending. The concerned workmen 
moved the management not to proceed with the depart- 
mental enquiry till the result of the appeal. The manage- 
ment did not listen to it and proceeded with the domestic 
enquiry. However, subsequently the conviction of the con- 
cerned workmen was set aside as per judgment dated 
31-7-1967 in which the said workmen were found not 
guilty of the charges. Thus, the order of conviction does 
not stand against the workmen. In other words, it must 
be held that there was no conviction of the concerned 
workmen. It comes to this therefore that the other charge, 
namely, the charge that the concerned workmen were con- 
victed of criminal offences involving moral turpitude must 
fail. 

9. Tn view of what I have held above the order of dismissal 
of the concerned workmen as per management’s letter 
dated the 31st January, 1966 must be set aside as being 
unjustified and I order accordingly. I find that the action 
of the management of 1/12 & 2/12 Inclines of Xendwadih 
Colliery, P.O. Kusunda, Dis<. Dhanbad of M/s. G. S. Atwal 
& Co. (Asansol), Raising & Selling Agents at Kendwadih 
Colliery of M/s. East Indian Coal Co. Limited in dismis- 
sing from service the workmen mentioned in the schedule 
of the reference was unjustified. The question that now 
arises for consideration is what relief the concerned work- 
men are entitled to. It appears from Ext. W-l series, 
which contain the chargesheets issued to the workmen, that 
the concerned workmen were placed under suspension simul- 
taneously with, the issue of chargesheets, The chargesheets 
appear to have been received by four of the workmen, 
namely, Sarvashree Lallu Lodh, Hanuman Passi, Prahalad 
Passi and Seoprasad I.odh, on 21-12-1965 and the remain- 
ing four workmen received the chargesheets on 20-12-1965 
and all the concerned workmen were placed under suspen- 
sion from the dates of receipt of the chargesheet. Subse- 
quently they were dismissed from service as per letter of 
the management dated 31-1-1966. In view of the findings 
already given above, the order of suspension of the work- 
men must be set aside. The concerned workmen will, 
therefore, be deemed to be in service from the dates of 
their suspension without the stigma of suspension and they 
are entitled to be reinstated to their respective posts with 
effect from 31-1-1966 when the order for dismissal was 
passed by the management. All the concerned workmen 
will have continuity of their service during all this period 
and will get full back wages with benefits that might have 
accrued to them during all this time. 

10. I have already said above that by virtue of the 
provisions of the Coking Coal Mines (Emergency Provisions) 
Act, 1971 (Central Act No, 64 of 1971) the management 
of the colliery in question vested in the Central Government 
with effect from 17-10-1971 and the management of the 
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same was then handed over to B.C.C. Limited, u Govern- 
ment Company. Subsequently the Coking Coal Mines 
(Nationalisation) Act, 1972 (Act No. 36 of 1972) was passed 
by the Parliament and it received the assent of the President 
on 17-8-1972. According to the provisions of this Act 
the right, title and interest of the owners in the colliery 
stood transferred to, and vested absolutely in, the Central 
Government, free from all incumbrances with effect from 
the appointed day i.c. from 1-5-1972. Thereafter by virtue 
of the order of the Central Government as per the pro- 
visions of Section 7 of the Act, the right, title and interest 
in the colliery vested in B.C.C. Limited, the Government 
Company, On behalf of B.C.C. Limited the submission is 
that B.C.C, Limited are not liable for the acts and omission 
of the outgoing employers, namely, M/s. G. S. Atwal &. 
Company the Raising & Selling Agents of the colliery in 
question, in view of the provisions of Section 9 of the 
Nationalisation Act (Act 36 of 1972) and an order may 
be passed accordingly. Section 9(1) of the said Act pro- 
vides — 

"Every liability of the owner, agent, manager, or 
managing contractor of a coking coal mine of 
coke oven plant, in relation to any period prior 
to the appointed day, shall be the liability of 

such owner, agent, manager or managing contrac- 
tor, as the case may be, and shall be enforceable 
against him and not against the Central Govern- 
ment or the Government Company”, 

It is clear from this that it is the liability of M/s. G. S, 
Atwal & Company for the period to 1-5-1972 so far as 
the dues of the concerned workmen of the present pro- 
ceeding is concerned. In this connection reference may be 
made to the provisions of Section 17(1) of the said Act 
which run* as follows:—. 

“Every person who is a workman within the meaning 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, and has been, 
immediately before the appointed day, in the em- 
ployment of a coking coal mine or coke oven 
plant, shall become on and from the appointed 
day, an employee of the Central Government, or. 
as the case may be, of the Government company 
in which the right, title and interest of such mine 
or plant have vesfcjd under this Act, and shall 
hold office or service in the coking coal mine or 
coke oven plant, as the case may be, on the same 
terms and conditions and with the same rights to 
ension, gratuity and other matters as would have 
een admissible to him if the rights in relation 
to such coking coal mine or coke oven plant had 
not been transferred to, and vested in, the Cent- 
ral Government or Government company, as the 
case may be, and continue to do so unless and 
until his employment in such coking coal mine or 
coke oven plant is duly terminated or until his 
remuneration, terms and conditions of employment 
are duly altered, by the Central Government or 
the Government company”. 

In view of the finding recorded above and in view of the 
said provisions in law, the concerned workmen will be 
deemed to be in service of the colliery in question from 
the date were dismissed from service and they will be 
deemed still to continue in service of B.C.C, Limited from 
1-5-1972 on the same terms and conditions and with the 
same rights to pension etc, as would have been transferred 
to, and vested in, the Central Government or Government 
Company as the case may be. Thus it is the liability of 
the B.C.C. Limited to pay the wages and other emoluments 
to the concerned workmen with effect from 1-5-1972 and 
it is their liability to reinstate them in the service of the 
colliery, for which the concerned workmen shall apply to 
the B.C.C. Limited within 30 days from the date when 
the award becomes enforceable. If the concerned work- 
men do not apply for reinstatement within the period 
allowed, the liability of B.C.C. Limited to reinstate them 
will cease and the concerned workmen will not bo entitled 
to wages etc. from B.C.C. Limited since after the expiry 
of the said period. The outgoing employer, namely, M/s 
G. S. Atwal & Company, however, will be liable to pay 
wages etc. for the period prior to 1-5-1972, 

11, This is my award. Let the award be submitted to 
the Central Government under Section 15 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. 

B. S. TRIPATHI, Presiding Officer. 

Central Govt, Industrial Tribunal cum Labour 
Court (No. 3) Dhanbad. 
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New Delhi, the 1 Uh January, 1973 


S.O. 179. — -In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, No. 2, Dhanbad, in the indus- 
trial-dispute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Bhuggatdih Rise Area Colliery of Messrs Bengal 
Nagpur Coal Company Limited, Post Office Dhansar, Dis- 
trict Dhanbad and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 4th January, 1973. 


[No. L-2012/2I/71-LRII.] 
KARNAIL SINGH. Under Secy. 


BFFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD. 

Present ; 

Shri Nandagiri Venkata Rao, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. 48 of 1971 

Ip the matter of an industrial dispute under S. 10(1) (d) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the Bhuggutdih Rise Area Col- 
liery of Messrs Bengal Nagpur Coal Company 
Limited, . Post office Dhansar, District Dhanbad, 
AND 

Their workman 

Appearances : 

On behalf of the workman — Shri S. Dasgupta, Advocate. 

On behalf of the employers-— Shri S. S. Mukhcijee, 

, Advocate in relation to the Bhuggutdih Rise Area 
Colliery 

and 

Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

State : Bihar. Industry : Coal. 

Dhanbad, 1st J anua ry , 19 73. 
S'ulu-11 Pausa, 1894. 


AWARD 

The Central Government, being of opinion that an indus- 
trial dispute exists between the employers in relation to the 
Bhuggutdih Rise Area Colliery of Messrs Bengal Nagpur 
Coal Company Limited, Post office Dhansar, District Dhun- 
bad and their workmen, by its order No. L-2012/21/71-LR. II 
dated 21-4-1971 referred to this Tribunal under Section 
:l()(l)(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for adjudi- 
cation - the dispute in jespeet of the matters specified in tho 
Schedule annexed thereto. The schedule is extracted below: — 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the claim of Shri S. C. Das, Assistant Elec- 
trician of Bhuggutdih Rise Area Colliery of Messrs 
Bengal Nagpur Coal Company Limited. Post office 
Dhansar, District Dhanbad, for being placed as Elec- 
trician in Category IV as per Coal Wage Board 
Recommendations with effect from the 15th August, 

1967, is justified? If not, to what relief is the 
workman entitled and from what date? ’ 

"Whether the action of the management of Bhuggutdih 
Rise Area Colliery of Messrs Bengal Nagpur Coal 
Company Limited, Post office Dhansar, District Dhan- 
bad in appointing Sarvashri B. B. Bhattacharjee, 
L. N. Das and M. K. Bhattacharjee Badli Mining 
SLrdar'cnm-Shot-firers, on consolidated pay of Rs. 
151/- per month with effect from the 8th July, 

1968, the 8th July, 1968 and the 12th September, 
1968 respectively is justified? If not, to what relief 
are the workman entitled?” 

2i On. 23-12-1972 Shri S. Dasgupta, Advocate on behalf 
of the workmen and Shri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate on be- 
half of the employers and Bharat Coking Coal Ltd, have 
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filed a compromise memo and verified the contents as cor- 
rect. Having gone through the terms of compromise 1 find 
them beneficial to the workmen in general and the affected 
workmen in particular. The compromise memo is, therefore, 
accepted and the award is made in terms of the compromise 
and submitted under S. 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. The compromise memo is annexed herewith and 
made part of the award. 


N. VENKATA RAO, Presiding Officer. 


BEFORE THE HON’BLE PRESIDING OFFICER, 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO. II) AT DHANBAD 

In the matter of:— 

Reference No. 48 of 1971 

Parties : 

Employers In relation to Bhuggutdih Rise Area Colliery, 
AND 

Their workmen. 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 

All the parties in the present proceedings have amicably 
sealed the dispute involved in the present Reference on the 
terms hereinafter stated in respect of the concerned work- 
men: — 

(1) That Shri S. C. Das (Asst. Electrician) will be desig- 
nated as Electrician and placed in Category-V (Five) (under 
the Recommendations of the Central Wage Board Coal Min- 
ing industry) with effect from the 1 5th August, 72 with starl- 
ing basic wage rate of Rs. 8.23 P. (Rupees eight and Paise 
twenty-three only) per day with effect from Ihe said date 
(15/8/1972). His next increment will be allowed from 
15/2/1973. He will be also paid a lump sum of Rs. 1 000 j - 
(Rupees One thousand only) as an Ex-gratia amount. 

(2) That S/Shri B. B. Bhattacharjee and L. N. Das (who 
were no longer in employment of tho said Colliery) will be 
paid lump sum of Rs. 450/- (Rupees Four hundred fifty only) 
each as Ex-gratia amounts. 

(3) Shri M. K. Bhattacharjee (who had been placed in 
pioper grade in September, 1969) will be paid a lump sum 
of Rs. 100/- (Rupees One hundred only) as an Ex-gratia 
amount, 

(4) That a sum of Rs. 200/- (Rupees Two hundred only) 
will be paid to the Joint-General Secretary, Colliery Maz- 
door Sangh, as cost of tho proceedings. 

(5) The aforesaid payments will be made latest by the 3 1st 
January, 1973. 

(6) The above terms finally resolve the dispute between 
the parties and, therefore, there is no subsisting dispute fox 
adjudication in the present Reference. 

It is, therefore, prayed that the Hon’ble Tribunal may be 
pleased to accept this Settlement and to give its Award in 
terms thereof. 


Lor Employers: — 

Manager, 

Bhuggutdih Rise Area 
Colliery. 

For the Workmen:- — 

S. DAS GUPTA, Joint-General Secy., 
Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. 
For Bharat Coking Coal Ltd.:— 

J. N. P. SAHI, Labour & Law Adviser, 
Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

Dated 23rd December, 1972. 
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New Delhi, the 11th January, 1973 


S.O.- 180. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
heteby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, No. 1, Dhanbad, in the indus- 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to the man 
agement of Balihari Colliery of Messrs Balihari Colliery Com- 
pany (Private) Limited, Post Office Kusunda, District Dhan- 
bad' and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 2nd January, 1973. 

[No. L-2012/57/71-LR II.] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 1), DHANBAD. 

in the matter of a reference under section 10(1 )(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 27 of 1971 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to me management of Balihari 
Colliery of Messrs Balihari Colliery Company (Pri- 
vate) limited, Post Office Kusunda, Dist. Dhanbad. 
AND 

Their Workmen 

Present : 

Shri D. D. Seth, Presiding Officer. 

Appearance : 

For the old management : 

Shri B. Joshi, Advocate with 
Shri I. P. Mishra, Manager. 

For (he Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited: 

Shri S. S. Mukherjee, Advo- 
cate with Shri J. N. P. Sahi. 
Labour and Law Adviser, 

For the Workmen: 

Shri J. Bhattacharjec, Asstt., 
Secretary, Hindustan Khati 
Mazdoor Sangh. 

State: Bihar. Industry: Coal. 

Dhanbad, dated the 28th February, 1972, 


AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No. L/2012/ 
57/71-LR II, dated New Delhi, the 21st July, 1971 passed 
by the Central Government in respect of an industrial dis 
pute between the parties mentioned above. The subject mat- 
ter of the dispute has been specified in the schedule to the 
said order and the snid schedule runs as follows;— 

'‘Whether the action of the management of Balihari 
Colliery of Messrs Balihari Colliery Company (Pri- 
vate) Limited, Post Office Kusunda, District Dhan- 
bad, in dismissing Shri Ramsuran Mali, Guard/ 
Wagon Shunter with effect from the 29th July. 
1967 was justified? If not, to what relief is the 
workman entitled?’" 

2, The dispute has been settled out of Court. A joint peti- 
tion of compromise dated I -12- 1972 has been filed In tne 
office of the Tribunal. The petition has been signed by Shri 
I. P. Mishra, Manager on behalf of the old management, 
Shri J. N. P. Sahi, Labour and Law Adviser On behalf of the 
Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., and by Shri J. Bhattacharjee, Asstt. 
Secretary, Hindustan Khan Mazdoor Sangh on behalf of the 
workmen. I have gone through the terms of settlement con- 
tained in the said petition. They are fair and reasonable and, 
therefore, I make an award on the basis of the terms of set- 
tlement. The joint petition of compromise Shall form part 
of the award., 

33 G of T— 14, 
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3. Let a copy of this award be forwarded to the Central 
Government under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. 

D. D. SETH. Presiding Officer. 

BEFORE THE HON’BLE PRESIDING OFFICER, 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO. 1) AT DHANBAD. 

In the matter of: — 

Reference No. 27 of 1971 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to Balihari Colliery 
And 

Their Workmen 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 

All the parties in. the present proceedings have amicably 
settled the dispute involved in the present Reference on the 
terms hereinafter stated:— 

(1) That Shri Ramsaran Mali (Guard) the workman con- 
cerned in the present Reference shall be reinstated os a Watch- 
man and posted at Kcndwadih Colliery with effect from the 
1 1 th December, 1 972 without any bock wages. He will be 
placed in Grade-II (under Recommendations of the Central 
Wage Board (Coal Mining Industry) with starting basic salary 
of Rs, 46/- (Rupees One hundred forty-six only) per month 
with effect from the said dated (11/12/72). 

(2) That the period intervening from the date of dismis- 
sal (which gave rise to the present Reference) till the date 
of resumption of duty shall, for the purposes of continuity 
of services, be treated as leave without pay, but the work- 
man concerned will be eligible to proportionate leave or 
quarterly bonus provided he puts in proportionate qualifying 
attendance during the remaining period of current year or 
current quarter, as the case may be. 

(3) In the event of the failure of the concerned workman 
to report for work within a fortnight from ll T 12-72 the work- 
man concerned shall have no right for re-employment etc. 
under this agreement. 

(4) The above terms finally resolve the dispute between the 
parties and, therefore, there is no subsisting dispute for ad- 
judication in the present Reference. 

(5) The parties shall bear their own cost of proceedings. 

It is, therefore, prayed that the Hon’ble Tribunal may ho 
pleased to accept this Settlement and to give the Award in 
terms thereof. 

For the employers: — 

I. P. MISHRA 
Manager, 

Balihari Colliery. 

For the workmen:— 
J. BHATTACHARJEE, 
Asstt. Secretary, 
Hindustan Kham Mazdoor Sangh. 

For Bharat Coking Coal Ltd.: — 
J. N. P. SAHI, Labour and Law Adviser, 

Dated 1st December. 1972. 


New Delhi, the 11th January, 1973 

S.Q. 181 . — In numianec of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, ,1947 (14. of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, No. 1, Dhanbad, in the indus- 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to the man- 
agement of Balihari Colliery of Messrs Balihari Colliery 
Company (Private) Limited, Post Office Kusunda, District 
Dhanbad and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 4th January, 1973, 

[No. L-20 12/60/71 -LRII .] 

KARNAIL SINGH, Under S 
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD, 

In the mutter of a reference under section 10(1 )(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 64 of 1971 


Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Balihari Col- 
liery of Messrs Balihari Colliery Company •(Pri- 
vate) Limited, P.O. Kusunda, (Dhanbad). 

AND 

Their Workmen 


Present : 

Shri D. D. Seth — Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

For the old employers: 

Shri B. Josh!, Advocate. 

Lor the Bharat Coking 
Coal Ltd.: 

Shri J. N, P. Sahi, Labour 
and Law Adviser. 


For the Workmen: 


State i Bihar. 


Shri J. Bhattacharjee, Asstt., 
Secretary, Hindustan Khan 
Mazdoor Sangh. 

Industry : Coal. 
Dhanbad, dated the 27th December, 1972. 


AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No. L/201Z/ 
60/71-LRJI, dated New Delhi, the 5th October, 1971 passed 
by the Central Government in respect of an industrial dis- 
pute between the parties mentioned above. The subject mat- 
ter of the dispute has been specified in the schedule to the 
said order and the said schedule runs as follows: 


“Whether the action of the management of Balihari Col- 
liery of Messrs. Balihari Company (Private) Limited, 
Post Office Kusunda, District Dhanbad, in dismiss- 
ing Shri Jagu Hazam, General Mazdoor/Night Guard 
with effect from the 29th July, 1967, is justified? 
If not, to what relief is the workman entitled?” 

2. The dispute has been settled out of Court. A joint 
petition of compromise dated 6-12-1972 has been filed in the 
office of the Tribunal. The petition has been signed by Shri 
I. P. Mishra, Manager on behalf of the old management, 
Shti J. N. P. Sahi, Ldboilr and Law Adviser on behalf of the 
Bharat Coking Cbal Limited and by Shri J, Bhattacharjee, 
Asstt. Secretary, Hindtrstati Khan Mazdoor Sangh on benalf 
of the workmen. 1 have gone through the terms of settle- 
ment contained in the Laid petition. They are fair and rea- 
sonable and. therefore, I ffiAke an award on the basis of the 
terms of settlement. The joint petition of compromise shall 
form part of the award. 

3. Let a copy of this awhrd be forwarded to 'the Central 
Government under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. 


D, D. SETH, Presiding Officer, 


BEFORE THE HONBLE PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO, 1 ) AT DHANBAD, 


In the matter of;*— 


Parties:— 


Reference No. 64 of 1971 


Employers in relation to lalihari Colliery 

a 


MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 

All the parties in the present proceedings have amicably 
settled the dispute involved in the present Reference on the 
terms hereinafter stated: — - 

(1) That Shri Jagu Hazam (General Mazdoor/Night 
guard) the workman concerned in the present Reference shall 
be re-instated as a Watchman and posted at Bhagaband Col- 
liery with effect from the 18th December, 1972 without any 
back wages. He will be placed in Grade-II (under Recom- 
mendations of the Central Wage Board Coal Mining Indus- 
try) with starting basic salary of Rs. 146/- (Rupees One hun- 
dred forty sis only) per month with effect from the said date 
(18/12/72). 

(2) That the period intervening from the date of dismissal 
(which gave rise to the present Reference) till the date of 
resumption of duty shall, for the purposes of continuity of 
service, be treated as leave without pay, but the workman 
concerned will be eligible to proportionate leave or quarter- 
ly bonus provided he puts in proportionate qualifying atten- 
dances during the remaining period of current year or cur- 
rent quarter, as the case may be. 

(3) In the event of the failure of the concerned workman 
(o report for work within a fortnight from 18/12/72 the 
workman concerned shall have no right for re-employment 
etc. under this agreement. 

(4) The above terms finally resolve the dispute between 
the parties and, therefore, there is no subsisting dispute for 
adjudication in the present Reference. 

(5) The parties shall bear their own cost of proceedings. 

It is, therefore, prayed that the Hon’ble Tribunal may be 
pleased to accept this Settlement and to give the Award in 
ierms thereof. 

For the employers: — 

1. P. MISHRA 
Manager, 

Balihari Colliery. 


For the workmen: — 

J. BHATTACHARJEE, 
Asstt. Secretary, 
Hindustan Kham Mazdoor Sangh. 

For Bharat Coking Coal Ltd.: — 
J. N. P. SAHI, Labour and l.aw Adviser, 


Dated 6/12/72. 


New Delhi, the 12th January, 1973 


S.O. 182. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute* Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad, in a petition Hied 
under Section 33A of the Act by Shri Mattnri Mallelnh and 
41 other Sanitary Mazdoors (Hospital) of Singareni Col- 
lieries Company Limited, Post Office, Belampalli (Andhrtj 
Pradesh) against the management of SI tiger eni Collieries 
Company Limited, Kothagudcm (Andhra Pradesh) which was 
received by the Central Government on the 3rd January, 
1973. 


[No. 7/21/67-LRH(i)j 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Set y 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL) 
AT HYDERABAD 

Present : 

Sri P. S, Ananth, B.Sc., B.L., Presiding Officer, Industrial 
Tribunal, Hyderabad. 

Miscellaneous Petition No. 295 of 1968 

In 

TbdtfflMKI OTspnta No. ,30 <0t 1967, 
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BETWEEN 

Matturi Mallniah and 41 other sanitary Maidoors (Hos- 
pital) Singareni Collieries Company Limited, P.O. Bellam- 
palli. Petitioners 

AND 

The Management, Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 
Kothagudem. Respondent, 

Appearances : 

Sri M. Komariah, General Secretary, Singareni Collieries 
Workers Union, for Petitioners. Sri K. Srinivasa Murthy, 
Iiony. Secretary, Federation of A. P. Chambers of Com- 
merce and Industry and Sri V. Gopula Sastry, Assistant Per- 
sonnel Officer, for Respondent. 

AWARD 

This is a petition filed under Section 33-A of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act) by the petitioners for directing the respondent to res- 
tore the normal wages quantum by restoration of work on 
such play days as has been usual all these years and for 
payment of wages for such play-days from 17-10-1968. 

2. The petitioners are employed as Sanitary Mazdoor in 
the Medical and Health Department of the Hospital of the 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited, at Bellampalli filed 
the petition contending as follows : The petitioners are time 
rated (daily rated) workmen and the wage period of peti- 
tioners is a calendar month. The petitioners work on all 
days of a Wage period and though they work for 2/3 of 
their shift period on weekly play days, they are paid full 
wages of a day for that day The respondent denied em- 
ployment to the petitioners on such weekly play days from 
17-10-1968. During the past wage period namely in Octo- 
ber, 1968 the respondent denied employment to the peti- 
tioners on such play days. As a consequence to such a 
denial of employment to the petitioners, they had lost 3 days 
wages from their total normal emoluments for the said wage 
period which they would have otherwise received od the 
pay day i.e. on 6-11-1968. The petitioners were informed by 
the respondent that they would not be employed to work- 
on such weekly play days in future too. The petitioners will 
therefore get lesser amount as their total emoluments for the 
future wage periods too As the loss in their total emolu- 
ments will be equal to the number of such weekly play days 
during a wage period multiplied by their wage rate. This al- 
teration in the number of working days in a wage period 
has altered the service conditions in respect of wages quan- 
tum. in a wage period of the petitioners. I.D. No. 30 of 
1967 is pending. The petitioners are also covered by Ihe 
said reference, the action of the respondent in denial of 
work on play days to the petitioners has altered matters 
connected with the dispute in I.D. No. 30 of 1967. So the 
petitioners had to file the present petition for the reliefs 
asked for. 

3. The respondent is the Singareni Collieries Company 
Limited, Bellampalli and it filed a counter contending as 
follows — The petitioners numbering 42 are employed as 
Sweeping Mazdoors in the Health Department of the Col- 
liery Hospital at Bellampalli and their correct names are 
shown in the counter. The petitioners are daily rated work- 
men and the wage period is now refixed by an agreement 
and they are paid nt thb end of the month with effect fiom 
February, 1968. The petitioners used to be booked for 
work on a weekly play day for five hours. As this is 
against the universal practice of observing weekly day of 
rest and as all other employees including sweepers recruited 
recently at Bellampalli, Mandamari and Ramagundam avail 
weekly day of rest in accordance with any other labour 
legislation the management felt it desirable to apply the 
weekly day of rest for the said workers also, The workmen 
were paid wages for work done including weekly day of rest 
but no extra payment was made. A notice under Section 
9A of the said Act was given with effect from 11-10-1968 
in the interest of workmen and management. The petition 
is misconceived as the mailer is not connected with the dis- 
pute referred for adjudication in I. D. No. 30 of 1967. A 
change in regard to the matter not connected with the dispute 
is in accordance with the labour legislation and the Stand- 
ing Orders which lay down a weekly day of rest. The 
compensatory day of rest is imperative and it is not left to 
the employer or employee otherwise as is laid down. So 
the averments made that the petitioners are denied employ- 
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ment on weekly play days is illegal and unjualified. The 
claim for wages for all the day* in u calendar month is 
•peculative and can not be deemed to be u right or pri- 
vilage or condition of service. The allegation that there is a 
change in the conditions of service due to less number of 
working days and claiming that the rest day should be a com- 
pulsory working day is erroneous. The reference in T.D. No. 
30 of 1967 is in respect of modifications and changes in 
categorisation and wage structure that is applicable to the 
workmen. As per the Wage Board Recommendations and as 
laid own in Chapter VU of Wage Board Recommendations 
the rates for daily rated workers have been arrived at 
taking into consideration the weekly day of rest. So there 
is no violation of Section 33 of the said Act and the peti- 
tion is not maintainable. 

4. This is a petition filed oefore the reference, which was 
taken on file as Industrial Disputes No. 2 of 1970, was re- 
ceived by this Tribunal contending that there had been 
violation of provisions of Section 33 of the said Act, in view 
of the pendency of I.D. No. 30 of 1967. This petition is 
filed on the ground that the respondent had affected altera- 
tion in the conditions of service since the respondent had 
introduced weekly day of rest though all along they had 
been working on all the 7 days of the week and getting wages 
for all the 7 days of work. The reference which is the 
subject matter of I.D. No. 2 of 1970 is whether the action 
of the Management in introducing the weekly day of 
rest without wages was justified. Since the subject matter of 
this petition is in a way connected with I.D. No. 2 of 1970, 
both parties agreed that this petition would abide by the 
result of the Award passed in I.D. No. 2 of 1970 and so this 
petition was being called along with T.D. No. 2 of 1970 
and no separate evidence had been let in so far as this 
petition is concerned. 

5. So far as I.D. No. 2 of 1970 is concerned award had 
been passed on 2-12-1972 holding that the action of the 
management, in introducing the weekly day of rest without 
wages was justified. In as much as the parties had agreed 
that this petition would abide by the award passed in I.D. 
No. 2 of 1970 and in as much as award had been passed 
in I.D. No. 2 of 1970 holding that. the action of the manage- 
ment was justified in introducing weekly holiday without, 
wages this petition is dismissed. 

Award is passed accordingly. 

Dictated lo the Stenographer, transcribed by him and 
corrected by me and given under my hand and the seal of 
this Tribunal, this the 2nd day of December, 1972. 

P. S. ANANTIf, Presiding Officer. 

APPENDIX OF EVIDENCE 
NIL 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL. 


New Delhi, the 12th January, 1973 

S.O. 183, — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad, in a petition Hied 
under Section 33A by Shri Matangi Rangiah and 279 work- 
men of Medical and Sanitary Department of Singareni Col- 
lieries Company Limited, kothagudem (Andhra Pradesh) 
against the management of Singareni Collieries Company 
Limited, Kothgudcm (Andhra Pradesh) which was received 
by the Central Government on the 3rd January, 1973. 


[No. 7/21/67-LRII(ii)] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 
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BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL) 
AT HYDERABAD 

Present ; 

Sri P. S. Ananth, B.Se,, B.L., Presiding Officer, Industrial 
Tribunal (Central), Hyderabad, 

Miscellaneous Petition No. 280 of 1968 

IN 

Industrial Dispute No. 30 of 1967 
BETWEEN 

Matangi Rangiah and 279 workmen of Medical and Sani- 
tary Department, Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 
Kothagudem. Petitioners. 

AND 

Management of Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 
Kothagudem. Respondent. 

Appearances : 

Sri M. Komariah, General Secretary, Singareni Collieries 
Workers Union, for Petitioners. Sri K. Srinivasamutthy, 
Hony. Secretary, Federation of A. P. Chambers of Com- 
merce and Industry and Sri V. Gopal Sastry, Assistant Per- 
sonnel Officer, for Respondent. 

AWARD 

This is a petition tiled under Section 33A of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (hereinafter referred to us the said 
Act) by the workmen of the Medical and Sanitary Depart- 
ment, Singareni Collieries Company Limited, Kothagudem for 
directing the management not to effect alteration in the 
service conditions contrary to the provisions of Section 33 of 
(he said Act. 


2. In the petition it is contended as follows : The work- 
men employed in the Medical and Sanitary Department of 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited at its collieries at 
Kothagudem, Bellampalli, Yellandu numbering approxima- 
tely 400 have been since long period working 7 days in a 
week and were paid wages for all the 7 days. This system 
of work had been necessitated due to the very nature of 
work and civic amenities. These workmen were paid wages 
for 7 days a week unlike the other daily rated workers who 
are paid wages for 6 days a. week. They were enjoying tho 
benefits of full wages in the entire period of a week and month. 
These workmen whose services were considered of essen- 
tial nature have been granted exemption from the provi- 
sions of the Mines Act and other Acts regarding holidays and 
rest days. Contrary to age long practice of the payment 
of the wagcB and emoluments granted to them, the Manage- 
ment with an intention to introduce and effect change in the 
service conditions of the workmen of the Medical and Sanitary 
Department, issued notice that weekly holidays and rest 
would be given to these workmen also. This sinister move 
of the management was strongly opposed by the workmen 
and also their representative Union. The Central Industrial 
relations Machinery intervened. Discussions were held in the 
presence of the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C) Vija- 
yawada on 6-10-1968 wherein failure report was submitted 
to the Government as the issue could not be settled by 
mutual discussions. Since all the petitioners efforts to settle 
the dispute amicably have failed and as the management had 
been insisting to enforce compulsory holiday in a week the 
workmen were forced to seek redress of their legitimate 
demand by filing the present application. Had the manage- 
ment introduced weekly holidays of rest, to these workmen 
they would actually suffer wage cut in their earnings earned 
by them. Not only that they will suffer cut in weekly wages 
but also in statutory bonus which is paid quarterly and the 
Annual Bonus. Leave with pay granted to them will be 
adversely effected. In short granting of weekly day ot 
rest would reduce the earnings,, the number of attendances 
and the emoluments in wages and Bonus and leave wages. 
Tho workmen would be prejudiced if the Management is 
allowed to introduce weekly day of rest. As the management 
has contravened the provisions during the pendency of I.D. 
No. 30 of 1967 the petitioner had to file the present peti- 
tion under Section 33A for directing the management nut 
to effect alterations in the service conditions. 


3. The respondent which is the Management of Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited, Kothagudem filed a reply 
statement contending, as follows : The Management is not 
guilty of contravention of the provisions of Section 33 of 
the said Act. It is true that the daily rated Medical and 
Sanitary workers of Singareni Collieries except those in the new 
Divisions were working on all the days in a week and 
getting wages for 7 days. Since this is against the uni- 
versal practice of observing weekly day of rest and as all 
the employees numbering about 35,000 working in the Col- 
lieries including Sanitary and Medical Department in new 
divisions, have been availing weekly day of rest, the 
management felt it desirable to introduce weekly day of rest 
lor these Sanitary and Medical work ere also and gave notice 
under Section 9A on 2-9-1968 proposing to introduce week- 
ly day of rest from 30-9-1968 in the mterests of workmen 
us well as industry. These workmen were paid the wages 
for the work done on weekly day of rest and no extra 
payment was ever made for the rest days. On receipt of 
the notice under Section 9A of the said Act, Singareni Col- 
lieries worker’s Union representing the workmen in the 
present application and also Andhra Pradesh Singareni Col- 
lieries Mazdoor Sangh raised a dispute opposing the intro- 
duction of weekly day of res! and the matter was taken up 
in conciliation by the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C) 
Vijayawada on 5-10-1968. On the advice of the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner the proposed change was kept in abe- 
yance pending conclusion of conciliation proceedings, con- 
cluded on 15-10-1968 the date on which the report of the 
Conciliation Officer was recieved by the Government of India 
and the management introduced the weekly day of rest from 
27-10-1968. The Union has also issued a strike notice under 
Section 22 of the said Act which was received by the Con- 
ciliation Officer on 28-10-1968 and the Regional Labour 
Commissioner (Central) Hyderabad initiated formal concilia- 
tion proceedings as required under Section 20 of the said 
Act. Thus it would be seen that the dispute raised by the 
Union is pending with the Government and decision of the 
Government is awaited. The subject matter of the dispute 
referred to in I.D. No. 30 of 1967 is about further modifi- 
cations if any required in the categorisation and wage structure 
to be made applicable. The Singareni Collieries and the 
introduction of weekly day of rest is in no way connected 
with that issue. If the workmen arc aggrieved, the proper 
remedy is to raise a dispute and this they did and conci- 
liation proceedings were also held under Section 12 of the 
said Act. Under Section 33A of the said Act an employer 
may alter, -in regard to any matter not connected with the 
dispute, the condition of service applicable to that workmen 
immediately before the commencement of the proceedings. 
As the Conciliation proceedings were not pending at the 
time of introducing this weekly day of rest and as this is 
in no way connected with the proceedings in I.D. No. 30 
of 1967 it does not attract the provisions of Section 33 of 
the said Act and so complaint is not maintainable under law. 

4. This is a petition filed before the reference, which was 
taken on file as Industrial Dispute No. 2 of 1970, was re- 
ceived by this Tribunal contending that there had been vio- 
lation or provisions of Section 33 of the said Act, in view 
of the pendency of I.D. No. 30 of 1967- This petition h 
filed on the ground that the respondent had effected the alter- 
ation in the conditions of service since the respondent had 
introduced weekly day of rest, though all along they had been 
working on all the 7 days of the week and getting wages 
for all the 7 days of work- The reference, which is the 
subject matter of the I.D. No. 2 of 1970, is whether the 
action of the Management in introducing the weekly day of 
rest without wages was justified. Since the subject matter 
of this petition is in a way connected with LD. No. 2 of 
1970, bolh parties agreed that this petition would abide 
by the result of the award passed in I.D. No. 2 of 1970 
and so this petition was being called along with I.D. No. 2 
of 1970 and no separate evidence had been let in so far as 
this petition is concerned. 

5. So far as I.D. No. 2 of 1970 is concerned award had 
been passed on 2-12-1972 holding that the action of the 
management in introducing the weekly day of rest without 
wages was justified. In as much as the parties had agreed 
that this petition would abide by the award passed in 
1. D. No. 2 of 1970 and in as much as an award 
had been passed in I.D. No. 2 of 1970 holding that the 
action of the management was justified in introducing week- 
ly holiday without wages this petition is dismissed. 

Award is passed accordingly. 
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Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed by him and 
corrected by me and given under my hand and the seal of 
this Tribunal, this the 2nd day of December, 1972, 

P. S. ANAND, Presiding Officer. 

APPENDIX OF EVIDENCE 
N I L 

1NDUSTR1A1. TRIBUNAL. 

29 H 7, 1972 

airfjfr 

HT. OT. 184.— RTf: BTTOtH qft TTR £ k fTTft 3''TTR- 

k fWrf 4 mT if 1 , rtarf kkN-, 

tfi« RJArtTr hr. G g.R) ^?T '"HEP 0R, .jnrifTT, 

ftrar gT n rht R T 4 trxRr ajx ft fn»r^r tTkiiVf arfV ; 3A7t 
TRfVk 4 «fNr ^ 3ii'^iui + Fttrata £ , 

3riV APT: 4'£Im R77TR 3W <# tRRrfrmfrFr 4 leTP 
pA^kd attat srra^fpr fm?Rfr £ ■. 

our:, 3TX, ari'^itk'P ktiq 1947 (1947 m 14 ) 

irm 10 k suwr ( 1 ) 4 or) ^tut srf^wr m 

RApA 47ft sfcsfcr RATTR OTfflTTT 3W fkrr3 *Fit 3W 
SjtlltAATr Aft ART 7-4! Rstk HtSA THAR aftfllPAA 

attfEWT CET5 «tt 1 ) raae? At RgRrf^rtNrT 4 TYrr? kfkrA 
Akr £ 1 

“ART ftTHf EMIlffT trnr pTTA7W ferfky Aft <RTf 

^ aHjAt htta. start ^fARTR, farm ^rrttxRT at thhkir 
^attt ^tr tjta h qA Eft“sjr<T arNttc ^ w tf PARttVrr 

sft R^pfh ATt?R AT 6 ATAtf, 1072 4 AAA <k ft f^ATT A7AT 
■RRl l ffR l £? qfft 4 #, fit tp-rfaR pATA aHpftR ATT E=?AR 

fr 

[ft. t3Tr/28012/4/72-P7r. 377. 4j 

New Delhi, the 29th December. 1972 
OREDR 

S.O. 184.— WHEREAS the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the emplo- 
yers in relation to the management of Banderchuha Mica 
Mine of .Messrs Eastern Maganese and Minerals Limited, Post 
Office Domchanch, District Hassaribagh and their workmen in 
respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annex- 
ed; 

AND WHEREAS the Centred Government considers it de- 
sirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the, Central Govern- 
ment hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the 
Industrial Tribunal (.No. 1), Dhanbad, constituted under sec- 
tion 7 A of the said Act. 


SCHEDULE 

“Whether the management of Banderchuha Mica Mine 
of Messrs Eastern Maganese and Minerals Limited, 
Post Office Domchanch, District Hazaribagh was 
justified in refusing work from 6th February, 1972 
to Shri Mahavir Kumar employed ns skilled worker 
at the mine? If not. to what relief is the workman 
entitled? 

LNo. 1.-280 1 2 / 4 /72-LR. 1VJ 


Aft JTeTt, 30 P^7HA7, 1972 

31I^V 

ACT. 31T. 185— RA; 4 n^-r HTATR Aft 7TR £ pAT |7Tft 

oWta sr^-Tr ft- Parrt 4 Aift jT ftrrft true 

ftftfte raht ffit tfjpr?R’rr TAftr arr?. heat 4 trum- 

AR if R7R57T pAEbupP AltV REA? ArrfcfTRp 3} ftR" R'li 

3|i^ ffif' J l < 4> f^TTRET r I 

3fiv RR:, 4 7RR7R RW Wt RfTRfRtfRR 4 

feTT) fR^lW RT^tT Rra^lTR PRWTrff £ ; 

3RT:, 3TT, DUTR 3fhl^ J -iJl. 1947 (1947 qiT 

14) URT 10 ER^TRT (1) 4 7IW? (R) fTRET RR7R 
snf«RRri : «PT BRET spTTf HTR-R QfTftJlTT TRR 

frsffi7 4)1 tot Rf'tjtRtR)- sjrf y T rr 7 -t 4 ^tkTNt ptyR 

Hi <611 srfVRkFf: srfitFP7'or, pt"’Rp^ ^rf RWfRcfzRp 4 

kfkrrr 4rTfft £ i 

afRTJTft 

4RT ifTk RRAT TRH k iiiBlf'l-yi RT^IT lek 

TTR^ ipw 3rfV SRP7R RtRTT. f^RTT PTFIT 4 
IRRyTHT 4)f, kff kIR i dH TF 1 ^, SfLRTBRi, k 

29 3THR, 1971 4 07T?ff k RT^TrT' ^RRlftRTT 
£? qk fit ^pscftfR? fefrrp 31-^ffq- FfR ^y^R 

[R. Eer/2901l/42/72-trPr. ^TR.-4] 
New Delhi, the 30lh December, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 185. — WHEREAS the Central Government is of opin- 
ion that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Sagmania Lime Stone Quarry 
of Messrs. Satna Cement Works, Satnn, and their workmen 
in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed ; 

AND WHEREAS the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (4 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, Constituted under 
section 7A of the said Act, 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management cl Sagmania Lime 
Stone Quarry of Messrs. Satna Cement Works at and 
Post Office Satna, District Satna, in retrenching 
Shri Shankerlal Pnndey. School Master, with effect 
from the 29th April, 1971, is justified 7 If not, to 
what relief is the workman entitled ? 


LNo. L-2901 1/42/72-LRlV.j 
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sffV’tr 

*T. RI. 186.— W: H7W7 qtf 7W fa flfa g9J- 

■T^y rt fafay^ g fwrf 4? WT7 1 (ft tFftn HldfatfT, 

*rw, yft?r iron, ^iT<ppn srfc y'fwi i^r twi 
aprf # g«t^y 3{fV g"g 4 <btfar<T ^ ^fa q^r 

farre; fa^uiK f-, 

srft w, qWfa lrwj gw farr^ ^ ^Tgfgwrg ^ faq 
f^q'T^nr ww gfarffa mvifi t ; 

w:, arr, Rf^itfaqi fawi grtutygrr, 1947 (1947 gy 14 ) 
gft R1TT 7 -^! 3riV UT7T 10 ^ g<TVTTT (1) q$ 79TT5 («T) fTT7T 

yqw k^w^i? w iwrfrr wif $q, g^fa ubjit? qd-^qm q* 
Rf^rffagt arftnw yfar w?fr t farfa Jfatfrg jrfwWt 

grr^r gmw gr^ *W, fagw ipw gyg^ ffar stf? 
gw fwF? ^ gw gifarffVfi Rf uw ^ wryfaifag ^ 
faq fg^fair gg?fr tf\ 

wr wn ttr" grrq^ grr, gfcT qft, tM 97 *unj^ qi 

^Ifn-T *lf\ TTPT, 3(f TDTP-W TTWR ^TTTT eTT^ qft J ll f Trf'tT - 

rdt-tt wr <?u-a c 7 ) /^f’^r-an , rnffa 9 sttyw 1971 ^ gnfty 
«fr wsVhw snsfanw, ^ yppiRT sriV fa 
>7W7 tstt^tV *¥ ^wifw faritf gif ffaffar qtf yi* rse^ 
qtf apm fa if 1 w r r $, ^qfafay 3“? fa; ft, yf ggrfa 
gft fa wr fa fafa fa g faff fate if fa fa? 

[if. <TvT.-2901 l/56/72-TJW. 3TR.-4] 
ORDER 

S.O. 186. — WHEREAS the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the employ- 
yers in relation to the Tapukra and Dhaneshwar Sand Stone 
Mines of Shri Kanhyalal Ghatiwala, Krishna Bhawan, Choura 
Rasta, Jaipur and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

AND WHEREAS the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 7 A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of Section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Actj 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribu- 
nal with Shri Updesh Narain Mathur, as Presiding Officer, 
with headquarters at. Jaipur, and refers the said dispute for 
sdjudication to the said Industrial Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the demand of the Pathar Khan Mazdoor 
Sangh, Kota for payment of wages at rates not less 
than minimum rates of wages fixed under the Noti- 
fication No. F. 3 (7) /LAB-63, dated the 9th Octo- 
ber, 1971, issued by the Government of Rajasthan, 
to the workmen employed in the mines of Tapukra 
and Dhaneshwar Sand Stone Mines of Shri Kanhva- 
lal Ghatiwala, Jaipur, is justified? if so, what should 
be the rates of wages and from what date would 
it be payable? 


anfar 

*T. RT. 187.-^W: fafa ft 7 A 17 fa 7Tff f fa ffa 

gtR^r ardftrff fw*rf *i? w 1 ^ ^47 

TrfRin'?^' fgfgc^ 9^ '6,,'h i i eji^tr wbr 

wtj9, fiwr tj^r, ?srar tdgr ^ www if gwfJr 
ariV gg^ wfarnf ^ w ^ 1 

Rfj w: Lrnm gw fW; ^TT^fgnf^w ^ fVq 

^jgr wj^t inDFft f ; 

3W: 3JT, Rf'fgffVj; ajftrfgw, 1947 (1947 «pt 14) 

iff tjTTT i-r> riY ut 7 t 10 gff gtrmrr (1) ^ («r) ^rm 

uwr w wfiy ggtf 372 ^#r jtbw q^ 

Ri ' ^iyg^ ATft nsr tir Vfsu qnrft f 'fteirfFr Rfywj'f 
<ff grrf?r gmwj * 71*17 y^rntr g-fgr anV 

gw fwit; grf gw Rf'fTsttnr adWr^r ^j^ygaf^g 
4 y?rq yg^tw wfr f 1 

wt ^lpft ^ g;4g ?Nr, f ^3ngft..T gfgrtfcff 

y?rtg^s, 4>,R<i gTfTr jgig- wirf, biwh ygm ^fgi 

yggffw ^gfVRt gff tfurr 1968 - 69 , 1969-70 
1970-71 q5 y^rq gggf ^tht ggrywr grr^ywy ^ 20 gffiWrr 
tjfl 57 gfgrr gfl gjg- wj i ^ i y^ci f ? gfq g# ; gf wfw? 
^grf ^ g#j; gef tf? ferq gfw RNT i> 3WR I st ? 

[#. q5r/20oii/eo/72-qfr.3iT7.-4] 

S.O. 187. — WHEREAS the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the employ- 
ers in relation to the management of Kukra Lime Stone 
Quarry of West Suket Labour Contractors Cooperative So- 
ciety Limited, Post Office Suket, District Kota, and their work- 
men in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule here- 
to annexed; 

AND WHEREAS the Central Government, considers it de- 
sirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 7A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of Section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal 
with Shri Updesh Narain Mathur, as Presiding Officer with 
headquarters at Jaipur, and refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the said Industrial Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the demand of the workmen employed in Kukra 
J.itne Stone Quarry of Messrs West Sukel Labour 
Contractors Co-operative Society limited. Post Office 
Suket, District Kota, for payment or bonus at the 
rate of 20 per cent the wages earned by them for 
the accounting years 1968-69, 1969-70 and 1970-71 
is justified? If not, to what quantum of bonus are 
the workmen entitled for each of these years? 

[No. L-2901 1 /60/72-l.R . IV] 


[No. L-2901 1/56/72-I.RIV. | 
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*BT, W. 188.— TR: *£ -"S-T-l i 'M < 45^ 0*4 tf* ? o E 

4 fnVdft T V fHwf wr 1 ^ f t ^N : 

rr: f?Rw faFBe’e ^ 3 th^ m crw t 

gfrr e rpr , f'TRT ^vh i v^t j i ^ irfv RRfV 
g?nq? r| 41 tt t*4 ^ i * \V c 'M rm ^ ; 

arf^f w. 4 ^Nt fR^TR gw fwR ’rt RRfcmftR ^ ?en? 
nrrm w-fk swft ; 

•W: 3RT, SlJ'^rlf' 1 !^ fW^ arfnfgw, 1947 (1947 W 14) 

^ tnrr 10 ^ gTwm (i) ^ (so fjnr w 4i?wqf w 

tR^T TOf 32?. IRW ncTWTTTl W PuTR ^ 3W 

VM^rpt ^ urt 7-*f, ^ anffa ^ *thtr arl'^il?q<ti 
■Slfttwr, GRRT 1 ) tprw: ^ RlVhRjf^PT =£ ?RT] f'WTW 

?“ i 


"wt rfarf ifTRfhn me ?irw ^ 3^7 

^t jimt ®t-t, etw7 ihwrET, fortif tHiiWi ^ 

SfiT i»ft *RR 33TR ■#, ^ 5TR *f TR - gRRft IR *f f^Rltfw 

4, 31 RFf, 1972 ^ 5fTRT tRT 4RRT RRfif'W f? rV H#, 
qf *fitfaiR fw ar^rh" W 3WT7 f?” 

[trttt w-28012/3/72-^r. W7.-4] 


ORDER 

S.O. 188. — WHEREAS the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the emplo- 
ers in relation to the management of Baudcrchuha Mica 
Mine of Messrs Eastern Maganese and Minerals Limited, 
Post Office Domchanch, District Haznribagh and their work- 
men in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule here- 
to annexed; 

AND WHEREAS tile Central Government considers it de- 
sirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of tho powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Indus- 
triul Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
emmtnt heraby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the 
Industrial Tribunal (No. 1), Dhanbad, constituted under sec- 
tion 7A of the said Act. 


SCHEDULE 

Whether the management of Banderchtihs Mica Mine 
of Messrs Eastern Maganese & Minerals Limited, 
Post Office Domchancn, District Hararibagh, was 
justified In refusing work from 31st March, 1972, to 
Shri Bandhan Hazam employed as Pump Khalasj 
at the mine? If not, to what relief is the work- 
man entitled? 


wr arfai^i wtw^t ( 1) «rft 

iRtwr wfw 1 wfi rTbV ^ wet t? frinfotfim ntft*: 

7^ iTTErfr, WtT 

“BERRfi 9R (^RT) tpqTTRT, 1” 

[tfrr. fr. tTR. 12025/12/72-^17. snr-i] 

t)7T. w. ETRETTR-, w ntw 

New Delhi, the 6th January, 1973 

S.O. 189, — In pursuance of clause (c) of section 2 of tho 
Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) Act, 1946 (20 of 
1946), the Central Government hereby makes the following 
further amendments in the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Labour and Employment No. 
S.O. 662, dated the 7th March, 1963, namely— 

In the Schedule annexed to the said notification, for item 
(J) and the entry in column I relating thereto, the following 
entry shall be substituted, namely:— 

“(1) Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Head- 
quarters, Dhanbad." 

[File No. S.-12025/22/72-LR. I] 
New Delhi, the 8th January, 1973 

S.O. 190.- — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Bombay in the indus- 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to the man- 
agement of Messrs Chowgule and Company Private Limited, 
Mormugao Harbour, Goa and their workmen, which was re- 
ceived by the Central Government on the 1st lanuary, 1973. 

[No. L-29012/22/71-LR. IV] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 
AWARD 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY. 

Reference No. CGIT-2/1 of 1972 

Employers in relation to the management of Measrs. 
Chowgule and Company Private Limited, Mormu- 
gao Harbour, Goa. 

AND 

Their Workman 

Present : 

Shri N. K. Vani, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

Far thejzrnployert : — Shri A. S. Derastliiill, Lebow 

For the workman : — (i> Shri Anand S, Vemekar, Work- 

(ii) Shri George Vac, General Secretary, Go« Minin* 
Labour Welfare Union, Goa. 


tNo. L-2B012/3/72UR. 1V1 


Industry : Iron Ore Mines. State ; Goa, Daman and Did. 


tllf ftflwff) fi SRPSnft, 1973 


Bombay, the Ifth December, 1972. 


it. err. i«.— erfWAro Wret*Fr (t*mf etnftr) arfv- 

tTRRT, 1946 (1946 4R 20) OTR 2 4 GT) d? 
it, TRW HTRf RW ^ 3RT 

?f, w. *it. eta, nR%r 7 tirtf, iubb ^ fjfR- 

(ftthw < dpdrtr i— 


AWARD 

By ° rder No- L-29012/22/71-LR IV dated 13th January, 
iy72 Central Government in the Ministry of Labour and Re- 
habilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) in 
exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of s ub-section 
(1) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
to , tf } ta Tribunal for adjudication an Indust- 
rial dispute dklktlrtb between the employers In. relation to the 
management of MessN Cbowgule and Cdritpatiy private 
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Limited, Monnugao-Harbour, Goa and their workman in res- 
pect of the matters specified in the schedule as mentioned 
below: — 

SCHEDULE 

‘ Whether the action of the management of Messrs. 
Chowgule and Company Private Limited, 
Morniuguo Harbour, in terminating the services of 
the workman Shri Antind S- Vernekar, trainee in 
Electrical department Palletisation Plant, Pale 
Mines in their letter No. STAFF/TL/53, dated 
the 27th June, 1969 and consequently not offering 
him the post of Charge-hand in the grade of 
Rs. 300 — 15 — 390—20 — 510 after lire completion 
of the training period was justifiable? If not, to 
what relief is the workman entitled?” 

2. The facts giving rise to this reference arc as follows: — 

The workman Shri Vernekar first raised an in- 
dustrial dispute by his letter dated 28th September, 
1970 with the Asstt. Labour Commissioner, Govt, 
of Goa, Daman and Diu, Pnnaji regarding his ter- 
mination of services. On account of management’s 
objection regarding the State Governments juris- 
diction over the dispute, the Asstt. Labour Commis- 
sioner, Panaji advised the workman to approach 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C) Vasco-de- 
Gama because he was satisfied that the establish- 
ment in question fell in the Central Sphere and 
because trie Central Government was the appro- 
priate authority in this respect. 

(ii) On account of this the workman Shri Vernekar 
raisd an industrial dispute before the Asstt. Labour 
Commissioner (C) Vasco-de-Gama. Asstt. Labour 
Commissioner (C) Vasco-dc-Gama tried to bring 
about conciliation but in vain. He therefore made 
failure of conciliation report to the Government, 
who in its turn referred this reference to this Tri- 
bunal for adjudication. 

3. Messrs. Chowgule and Company Private Limited, Goa 
(hereinafter referred to as 'the Company’ have filed written 
itatement at Ex. 2/E and rejoinder at Ex. 4/E, 

4. According to the company, 

(i) This reference is not maintainable as the cause of 
Shri Vernekar has not been espoused by any work- 
men employed by the company or by the union. 

(ii) Section 2A under which this reference has been 
made is bad in law. Section 2 a of the Act is void 
and illegal as it offends the provisions of Article 
14 of the Constitution. 

(iii) This Court has no jurisdiction to entertain this 
reference as it is not an industrial dispute and 
because Seel ion 2A is void and bad in law. 

(iv) The workman Shri Vernekar was holding a dip- 
loma in Electrical Engineer. He had no previous 
experience. He applied for the post of Electrical 
Engineer. He waa informed that the management 
was wilting to take him up as a trainee on the fol- 
lowing, amongst other, conditions. 

"(1) He will be on trial for a period of 6 months 
and would be paid a stipend of Rs. 150/- per 
month, 

(2) On satisfactory completion of trial, he would be 
taken for training for a period of 2 years and 
his stipend would be increased from time to 
time tlpto Rs. 250/- per month, 

(3) On completion of training, he might be absorbed 
us Charge-hand provided a vacancy arose then. 
If in principle, he agreed to join as trainee, he 
was required to inform the company within 7 
days to enable the company to issue a letter 
of appointment in his favour.” 

(v) As Shri Vernekar accepted the conditions mentioned 
in its letter dated 21st October, 1966, a letter offer- 
ing him an appointment in the compRrty as a 
trainee was issued. , 


(vi) By its letter dated 29th May, 1967 it informed the 
workman concerned that it was pleased to take him 
up as a trainee and increase the stipend to 
Rs. 200/- per month. 

(vii) Shri C.F. Jaffries was the Superintendent of the 
Plant where Shri Vcrnakav was undergoing train- 
ing. He reported that Shri Vernekar had not come 
upto the required standard and was npt proficient 
as he believed himself to be. He also recommend- 
ed that Shri Vernekar’s appointment be terminated. 
In pursuance of this report Shri Vernekar was in- 
formed by its letter dated 27th June, 1969, that his 
training would be discontinued with effect from 
1-7-1969. His appointment was terminated strictly 
in accordance with the letter of appointment dated 
1st November, 1966. His services were termi- 
nated bonafide. 

5. The affected workman Shri Vernekar has tiled written 
statement at Ex. 1 /W and rejoinder at Ex. 3 /W. He has 
examined himself as a witness at Ex. 17/W. 

6. According to Shri Vernekar: — 

(i) After completion of six months trial period he was 
taken up as a trinee for a period of two years on 
a stipend of Rs. 200/- per month. His stipend 
was increased to Rs. 250/- with effect from 1st July, 
1968. He completed the period of training on 
30th June, 1969. After the completion of this 
period he was not absorbed as Charge-hand. 
During the period of probation and training 
he was never informed at any time by the 
company that his work was unsatisfactory and not 
upto the mark. His stipendary training was dis- 
continued with effect from 1st July, 1969 as he had 
completed training period as mentioned in Com- 
pany’s letter dated 27th June, 1969. Ex. 9/E. 

til) Shri Raghuvir Joined the company as a probationer 
after him. His training period was over after comp- 
letion of his training period. He was given the 
job of Charge-hand though he was junior to him, 

(iii) As he was discontinued after the training period 
was completed and not prior to that, the compnuv’s 
action in not giving him the post of Charge-hand, 
though there was a vacancy, is illegal. 

(iv) During the period of training the company found 
his work satisfactory. The company issued certi- 
ficates to him from time to time, vide Ex. 10/W 
to 12/W and 14/W to 15/W. As his work was 
found satisfactory throughout there was no justifi- 
cation for the company to discontinue him with- 
out giving the post of Charge-hand. 

(v) On these grounds he claims that he should bo re- 
instated with continuity of service and back wages. 

7. Shri Vernekar, the affected workman has produced 
documents as mentioned below: — 

(i) Copy of letter dated 8th May, 1967 from the 
Superintendent to the Principal, Government Poly- 
technic, Bclgaum— Ex. 10/W, 

(ii) Copy of Certificate dated 28th October, 1967 issued 

by the Superintended to Shri Vernekar — -Ex. 

11 /W. 

, (iii) Copy of Certificate dated 20th September, 1968 
issued by the Superintendent to Shri Vernekar — Ex. 
12/W. 

(tv) Copy of letter dated 27th Juno, 1969 from the 
Director to Shri Vernekar — Ex. 13/W. 

(v) Copy of certificate dated 2nd July, 1969 from the 
Superintendent to Shri Vernekar — Ex. 14/W; 

(vi) Copy of Certificate dated 2nd July, 1969 from the 
Superintendent to Shri Vernekar — Ex, 15/W, 

(vii) Copy of Training Certificate dated 27th June. 1969 
from the Director — Ex. 16 /W, 

(viil) Increment in stipend letter from the Company. Ex. 
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(ix) Copy of letter dated 14th August, 1969 from Shri 
A. S. Vcrnckar to Mr. V. D. Chogule — Ex. 19 /VV. 

(x) Copy of letter dated nil from Shri Vernekar to Shri 
V. S. Chowgulc Ex. 20 /W. 

(xi) Copy of letter dated nil from Shri Vcrnckar to the 
Director Ex. 21 /W. 

(xii) Copy of letter dated 2nd July, 1970 from Shri 
Vemekar to the Director— Ex. 22/ W. 

(xiii) Copy of letter dated 13th July, 1970 from Shri 
Vemekar to the Director — Ex. 23 /W. 

(xiv) Letter dated 13/1 3th June, 1970 from the Com- 
pany addressed to Shri Vemekar — Ex. 24 /W. 

(xv) Copy of confidential report Ex. 28 /W. 

8. The company has examined two witnesses on its behalf. 
They are S/Shri B. P. Manoji and Ycshwant Govind Prablm 
Ex. 25/E and 29 /H respectively. The company has pro- 
duced imnexures with the written statement Ex. 2 /E. They 
are as follows: — 

(i) Copy of letter dated 21st October, 1966 addressed 
to Shri A. S. Vernekar — Ex. 5/E. 

(ii) Copy of letter dated 1st November, 1966 addressed 
to Shri A. S. Vcrnckar Ex. 6/E. 

(iii) Copy of letter dated 9th November, 1966 from 
Shri A. S. Vernekar to the Director of the com- 
pany — Ex. 7 / E. 

(iv) Copy of letter dated 29th May, 1967 addressed to 
Shn A. S. Vernekar — F.x. 8 /E, 

(v) Copy of letter dated 27th June, 1969 addressed to 
Shri A. S. Vemekar — Ex. 9/E. 


The company has also produced some documents as men- 
tioned below: — 

(i) Original confidential report at x. 26/E. 

(ii.) Letter dated 26th June, 1969 from Shri C. F. Saffrios 
at px. 27 /E. 

(iii) Extract of report on Shri A. S. Vernekar by Shri 
C. F. Jeffries, at Ex. 30 /E. 

(iv) Form of Service agreement Ex. 31/E. 

(v) Copy of certified Standing orders at Ex. 32 /E. 

9. From the pleadings and documents on record the fol- 
lowing points arise for decision. 

(i) Whether dispute between the company and the emp- 
loyee Shri A. S. Vernekar is an industrial dispute 
within the meaning of Section 2(k) read with Sec- 
tion 2 A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947? 

(ii) Whether this Tribunal has jurisdiction to entertain 
the reference? 

(iii) Whether the action of the management of Messrs 
Chowgulc and company Private Limited, Mormu- 
gao-Harbour. in terminating the services of the 
workman Shri Anand S. Vernekar, trainee in 
Electrical department Palletisation Plant, Pale 
Mines in their letter No. STAFF /TI/63 dated Lhe 
27th fune, 1969 and consequently not offering him 
the post of charge hand in the grade of Rs. 300 — 
15 — -390 — 20 — 510 after the completion of the 
training period was justifiable? 

(iv) Jf not, to what relief is the workman entitled? 

(v) What order? 

10. My findings arc as follows: — 

(i) Yes. 

(ii) Yes. 

(iii) Yes. 

(iv) Not entitled to any relief. 

(v) As per order. 

33 G of 1—15. 


REASONS 

Point No. 1 and II. 

11. Shri Dcvasibali, Labour Adviser of the company con- 
tends that the dispute between the company and Shri 
Vcrnckar is not an industrial dispute because this is a dis- 
pute between the employer and a single individual and be- 
cause the same is noi raised by a body of employees or by 
the union. 


In support of this conienlion he relies on Section 2(k) of 
the 1. D. Act, 1947. 

12. Section 2(k) of the I. D. Act, 1947 is as follows. — 

“(k) ‘industrial dispute’ means any dispute or difference 
between employers and employers or between emp- 
loyers and workmen or between workmen and 
workmen, which is connected with the entploy- 
iiient or non-employment or the terms of employ- 
ment or with the condition of labour, of anv 
person” 

13. A perusal of the above Section shows that prima facie 
the present dispute between lhe company and Shri Vcrnekai 
is not an industrial dispute within the meanings of Section 
2(k) of the l.D. Act 1947 because it is not a dispute between 
the employer and a body of workmen and because it is a dis- 
pute between the employer and a single workman. 

14. Section 2A of the I. D. Act, 1947 has been inserted by 
Act 35 of 1965. This Section 2A is as follows: — 

”2. A DISMISSAL ETC. OF AN INDIVIDUAL 
WORKMAN TO BE DEEMED TO BE AN INDUS- 
TRIAL DISPUTE — Where any employer dischaigcs, 
dismisses, retrenches or otherwise terminates the 
services of an individual workman, any dispute or 
difference between that workman and his employer 
connected with, or arising out of, such discharge, dis- 
missal, retrenchment or termination shall be deemed 
lo be an industrial dispute notwithstanding that no 
other workman nor any union of workmen is a 
party to the dispute.” 

15. In view of the introduction of Section 2. A referred to 
above there cannot be any doubt that the dispute between an 
employer and a single workman becomes an industrial dis- 
pute though no other workman or any union or workmen is 
a party lo the dispute. 

16. Shri Dcvasthali, Labour Adviser tor the companv con- 
tends that though the present dispute is an industrial dispute 
within the meaning of Section 2-A of the l.D. Act, 1947, yet 
the reference made to this Tribunal is bad in law because 
Section 2 A is void and illegal, as it offends the provisions of 
Article 14 of the Constitution. In support of this, he relies 
on the ruling of the Calcutta High Court in the case between 
Jute and Jute Goods Buffer Stock Association Vx. The 
Second Industrial Tribunal of West Bengal and others, report- 
ed in 1972 Lnb, 1. C, 503. This ruling is as follows: — 

“Section 2-A is void since the power of Government 
under Section 10 is un principled as applied to cases 
of individual disputes deemed to be industrial dis- 
putes under Section 2-A. AIR 1957 SC’ 329 and 
AIR 1957 SC 532 Rol. on AIR 1970 Mys. 171 and 
AIR 1970 Delhi 60 and AIR 1970 Mad 82 Distin- 
guished. AIR 1971 Punj and Har 60 Doubted. 
(Para. 30). 

The Supreme Court laid down criteria for the exercise of 
discretion under Section 10 for collective dispulcs do- 
not apply to Section 10 references of individual dis- 
putes under Section 2-A because there can be no 
threat of interruption of production or of industrial 
strikes or breach of industrial peace in cases of in- 
dividual disputes. 

Section 10 discretion of the Government is rendered un 
guided on account of its being free to make a refer- 
ence in the case of one workman and refuse a 
reference in the case of another although both of 
them may be situated in exactly similar circumstan- 
ces. (Para. 16) 
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The Act was enacted for settlement of collective disputes 
between employers and workmen. The enactment of 
Section 2-A destroys the concept of an industrial 
dispute as a collective dispute. The provisions of 
Section 2-A do not fit into the general texture of the 
Act. (Para. 18). 

A right to form Trade Union Association even by emp- 
loyers is guaranteed by Article 19(1) (c) of the 
Constitution. Any law which is inconsistent (as 
Section 2-A is) with that fundamental right is to 
that extent rendered void by Article 13. Thus so 
far as collective disputes are concerned the power 
under Section 10 are valid: but those powers arc in- 
valid in relation to an industrial dispute deemed to 
be an industrial dispute within Section 2-A. Conse- 
quently Section 2-A which is severable from Section 
10 is void and as such inoperative in law, in spite of 
Section 10 being valid for collective disputes being 
refered to adjudication under Section 10. (Para. 
18).” 

17. The above mentioned ruling supports the contention of 
Shri Devasthali that Section 2 A of the l.D. Act, 1947 is void 
and bad in law as it offends the provisions of Article 14 of the 
Constitution. There is however, ruling of High Court of 
Mysore in the case between P. Janardhana Shetty and Union 
of India and others, reported in 1970, 11, LTJ, page 738, 
which has taken a contrary view. This ruling is as follows: — 

“In the instant case the employees whose services were 
terminated preferred appeals to the Commissioner 
of Labour under S. 39 of the Mysore Shops and Esta- 
blishment Act. After S. 2A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 came into force on 1st December, 1965 the 
Labour Commissioner directed the employees to 
have recourse to the remedy provided under the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act. 

The employees filed petition before the Commissioner foi 
Labour withdrawing the appeals, pursuant to which 
the Commissioner for Labour directed the Labour 
Officer to conciliate the dispute relating to such emp- 
loyee’s termination. The Labour Officer conse- 
quently initiated conciliation proceedings by issuing 
notices to the employer and the employee. 

In the instant writ petition preferred by the employee 
against such notices issued by the Conciliation 
Officer, it was contended on his behalf that S. 2A 
should be struck down as being violative of Art. 14 
of the Constitution of India and its enactment was 
beyond the powers of the legislature. It was further 
contended that as the dispute relating to discharge, 
dismissal, retrenchment or termination having taken 
place in the instance case prior to 1st December, 
1965 S. 2A had no application and the Commission- 
er of Labour had no jurisdiction to direct the Labour 
Officer to conciliate the dispute and the Labour Com- 
missioner should have disposed of the appeals 
under S. 39 of the Shops and Establishments Act. 

Negativing the contention that S. 2A was ultra vires of the 
Act and it was violative of Art. 14 of the Consti- 
tution of India, it was held that S. 2A could not he 
said to be inconsistent and repugnant to the object 
of the Act. When a subsequent Act amends the 
earlier Act. in such a way as to incorporate itself or 
as part of itself, into the earlier Act, then the earlier 
Act must thereafter be read and construed as if the 
altered words had been written into the earlier Act 
with pen and the old words scored out so that there- 
after there is no need to refer the amending Act at 
all. The words ‘industrial dispute’ occurring in the 
preamble of the Act, arc vide enough to cover dis- 
pute between an employer and single employee and 
as such individual i elating to discharge, dis- 

missal or retrench] iici.L , ,',1.1 not be construed to be 
outside the scope of the Industrial Disputes Act, as 
the legislature was competent to introduce S. 2A 
under Entry 22 in list 111 to Schedule 7 of the Cons- 
titution of India. The said entry is vide enough to 
include industrial and labour disputes between an in- 
dividual employee and his employer. 

It was further held that the said S. 2A did not offend, 
Art. 14 of the Constitution of India, as there is an 
intelligible differentia which distinguishes an 


individual workman who is discharged, dismissed, 
retrenched or whose services have been terminated 
and individual workman who has some other griev- 
ance in regard to his employment or conditions 
thereof, and as the discharge, dismissal or retrench- 
ment or termination of services of a workman is of 
graver consequence to a workman than any other 
terms of conditions of employment. By enabling the 
individual workman to raise a dispute in regard to 
his discharge, dismissal or retrenchment, his cause 
need not bank upon the support of fellow workers 
as it was prior to the coming into force of S. 2A 
and thus the object for which S. 2A was introduced 
has been achieved. So long as discharge, dismissal, 
retrenchment or termination of services is of greater 
degree of grevious consequence to an individual 
workman than any other grievance in regard to his 
employment or conditions thereof, it is open to the 
Legislature to provide for a special remedy in regard 
to a workman who is discharged, dismissed, retrench- 
ed or whose services are terminated, while such re- 
medy may not be provided for a workman whose 
grievance is of lesser gravity." 

18. In the present case Shri Devasthali has not pointed out 
any ruling of the Bombay High Court or of Supreme Court 
in support of his contention that Section 2A is void and 
illegal as it offends the provision of Article 14 of the Cons- 
titution. In the absence of specific ruling by the Supreme 
Court or by the Bombay High Court, I rely on the ruling of 
the High Court of Mysore, which has taken a view that Sec- 
tion 2-A is not void. If Section 2-A is not void and illegal 
the dispute raised by Shri Vernekar would be deemed to be 
an industrial dispute though it is not espoused by other work- 
men or any union of workmen. Hence the Centra] Govern- 
ment was competent to refer tin's dispute to this Tribunal and 
this Tribunal has got jurisdiction to entertain this reference. 
Hence my finding on point Nos. (i) and (ii) are as above. 

Point Nos. (Hi) and (iv) 

19. Admittedly Shri Vernekar joined the company as a 
Trainee, He was neither a temporary or permanent emplovce 
of the company. 

20. Shri Vernekar was holding a diploma in Electrical En- 
gineering but ho had no previous experience. He applied for 
the post of Electrical Engineer, but the company wrote to him 
that the management was willing to take him up as a trainee 
on the conditions mentioned below: — 

“(1) He will be on trial for a period of 6 months and 
would be paid a stipend of Rs. 150/- per month. 

(2) On satisfactory completion of trial, he would be taken 
for training for a period of 2 years and his stipend 
would be increased from time to time upto 
Rs, 250/- per month. 

(3) On completion of training, he might be absorbed as 
chargehand provided a vacancy arose then. If in 
principle, he agreed to join as trainee, ho was re- 
quired to inform the company within 7 days to en- 
able the company to issue a letter of appointment in 
his favour.” 

21. As Shri Vernekar accepted the conditions mentioned 
above, he was appointed as a trainee. 

22. After the completion of 6 months trial period the 
company informed him that it was prepared to take him as 
a trainee and increased the stipend to Rs. 200/- per month 
by its letter dated 29th May, 1967 produced at Ex. 8/E. 

23. The company’s contention is that during the training 
period Shri Vernekar's work was not found satisfactory, that 
Shri C. F. Jefferies who was the Superintendent, under whom 
Shri Vernekar was undergoing training made a report that 
Shri Vernekar hud not come upto the required standard and 
he is not as proficient as he believes to be. He also re- 
commended that Shri Vernekar’s appointment be terminated, 
and that in pursuance of this report Shri Vernekar’s train- 
ing period was discontinued with effect from 1st July, 1969 
by letter dated 27th June, 1969 produced at Ex. 9/E. The 
company however contends that his discontinuance of ‘rain- 
ing period was strictly in accordance with the letter of ap- 
pointment dated 1st November, 1966 and that it was not 

nuilafide. 
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24. At the outset it may be noted that the company has 
not examined Shri C. F. Jefferies, Superintendent of the 
Plant where Slui Vcrnckar was undergoing training. The 
company has however examined two witnesses viz. S/shri 
R. P. Manoji and Yeswarit Govind Prabhu at Ex. 2 3/E and 
lix. 29/Li respectively and produced confidential report at 
Ex. 26 /E and Extract of report on Shri a. S. Vcrnckar by 
Shri C. K Jefferies at Ex. 30/E. 

25. Shri B. P. Manoji, Fx. 25/E says in his evidence that 
he has mentioned in his confidential report dated 26th June, 
1969 Fx, 26 /E that the performance of Shri Vcrnckar was 
between average and below average in respect of 4 items 
out of 6, that he was found sleeping while on duty, that in 
that respect he was charge-sheeted and found guilty for mis- 
conduct. I-fc further says in his evidence that he has men- 
tioned in his confidential report that Shri Vcrnckar should 
not be confirmed. 

26. Messrs Crawford Bayley and Company is the. Solicitor 
of the Company. Written statement in this case was filed 
by Messrs Crawford Bayley and Company on behalf of the 
company and copy of the same was given to Shri Vcrnckar. 
Copy supplied to Shri Vcrnckar hus got Annexure ‘C which 
purports to be a copy of confidential report dated 26th June, 
1969. 

27. On comparing the copy supplied to him with the ori- 
ginal confidential report produced at Ex. 26/E, it will be 
clear that there are no tick marks in column 2 and column 
1 of the copy of the confidential report Ex. 
28 /W regarding average and below average, which will be 
found in the original confidential report Ex. 26/E. In the 
absence of these tick murks in the copy Ex. 28 /W supplied 
to Shri Vcrnckar, no weight can be attached to the tick 
marks shown in the original confidential report Ex. 26 /E 
for showing that the performance of Shri Vernekar was 
average and bejow average in respect of 4 items out of 6. 
On the admission of Shri Manoji, Ex. 25/K, adverse remarks 
made against Shri Vernekar were not communicated to him 
because he was not supposed to convey the same. 

28. Company's other witness Shri Prabhu, Ex. 29 /E on 
the other hand says in his evidence that it was Shri 
Manoji’s duty to communicate the adverse remarks to Shri 
Vernekar. He says that the existing practice in respect of 
adverse remarks is that the head office will not communi- 
cate the adverse remarks to tho individuals concerned direct- 
ly, but various In-Charges of the establishment communicate 
the adverse remarks to the persons concerned verbaliy. 

29. Shri Vernekar, emphatically states in his evidence that 
during the period of probation and training be was never 
informed at any time by the Company that his work was 
unsatisfactory and not upto the mark. 

30. Considering his evidence and having regard to the ad- 
mission given by Shri Manoji, Ex. 25 /E that adverse re- 
marks made against Shri Vernekar were not communicated 
to him in writing, because he was not supposed to convey 
the same, I am of the view that no weight can be attached to 
the original confidential report Ex. 26 /E produced on 
record. 


31. Shri Manoji, Ex. 25 /E says in his evidence that Shri 
Vernekar was found sleeping on duty, that on account of this 
he was charge-sheeted and found guilty of the mis-conduct. 
He further says that this fact has been mentioned in his 
report. 

32. It appears from the cross-examination of Shri Manoji, 
Ex. 25 /E that if anybody was found sleeping oil duty this 
was to be reported to the Superintendent and to the depart- 
mental head and that Shri Vcrnckar was informed in writ- 
ing that he was found sleeping. He further says that Shri 
Vernekar’s signature was not taken on tho duplicate in token 
of warning served on him. He however denies the suggestion 
that Shri Vernekar was never found sleeping while on duty 
and that he was not telling the truth when he says that he 
was warned twice for misconduct on this account. 

33. In the present case the company has not produced 
any satisfactory and convincing evidence to show that Shri 


Vernekar was found sleeping while on duty and that in that 
respect lie was charge-sheeted and found guilty of his mis- 
conduct. In the absence of documents bearing signature of 
Shri Vernekar in token of his having received warning for 
sleeping while on duty suspicion about this allegation 
arises. 

34. Shri Prabhu, Ex. 29 /E has produced the extract of 
report on Shri A. S. Vernekar by Shri C. E. Jefferies for the 
year 1967-68 at Ex. 30 /E. It is as follows; — 

“Extract of report on Mr. A. S. Vcrnckar, by Mr. C.F. 

Jefferies. 

67-68 


Mr. Vernekar, transferred to Pale from MOHD is now 
working on shift electrical maintenance side. Un- 
fortunately he is not as proficient as he believes him- 
self to be. In his attendance he is regular but in his 
ability he is only ‘average’.” 

35. On the evidence of Shri Prabhu, Ex. 29/E, document 
Ex. 30/E is the original record. This extract does not bear 
the signature of Shri C. F. Jefferies, it does not bear any dale. 
If such is the condition of the original record, it cannot be 
given any weight. It was the original report given by Shri 
Jefferies one would expect his signature and date on it in ordi- 
nary course. In the absence pf his signature on it and date, 
it is difficult to hold that Ex. 30/E is the original report made 
by Shri Jefferies. 

36. Shri Vernekar has produced number of certificates at 
Ex. 10/W to 1 2/W, 14/W to 15/W. These certificates were issu- 
ed by the Superintendent. These certificates show that his work 
was found satisfactory. These certificates are contrary to the 
confidential report made by Shri Jefferies, Superintendent,. As 
these certificates are contrary to the confidential report made 
by Shri Jefferies, no weight can be attached to the confidential 
reports made by him. 

37. It is contended that these certificates were given for 
particular purpose i.e. to enable Shri Vernekar to seek emp- 
loyment elsewhere, though his work was not found satisfac- 
tory. If that be so the company was keeping him in dark- 
ness. It was the duty of the Officer to convey the adverse 
remarks to Shri Vernekar to enable him to show improvement 
in his work. By not conveying the adverse remarks, he has been 
deprived of the opportunity to show improvement in the work. 
By the certificates, given to him, stating that his work was 
found satisfactory, Shri Vernekar must have been misled. 

38. Shri Vernekar emphatically states in his evidence Ex. 
17/W that during the period of probation and training the 
company found his work satisfactory and issued certificates to 
him from time to time vide Ex. 10/W to 12/W, 14/W and 
15/W. From the evidence of Shri Vernekar coupled with 
other circumstances regarding confidential reports referred to 
above and the certificates given to Shri Vernekar, Shri Vernc- 
kar's work must not have been unsatisfactory. 

39. If Shri Vernekar’s work was not unsatisfactory whether 
there was obligation on the company to give tho post of 
charge-hand to him on completion of his training period, on 
the basis of item 3 in Ex. 5/E. Item 3 in Ex. 5/E is as 
follows:— 

"(3) On completion of training you may be absorbed as 
ebargehand, provided a vacancy arises then." 

40. In the present case Shri Vernekar’s evidence Ex, 17/W 
shows that Shri Raghuvir joined the company as probationer 
after him and that his training period >Vas over after his 
training period. He was given the post of Chargehand though 
he was junior to him. In view of this evidence, there can- 
not be any doubt that there was vacancy of chargehand 
and that the same could have been givcii to Shri Vernekar 
instead of his junior Shri Raghuvir. 

41. In this case the training period of Shri Vcrnckar was 
completed on 30th June, 1969 but after the completion of this 
period lie was not absorbed as charge Hand though there was 
a vacancy. Instead of absorbing him a$ Chargehand, his 
stipendary training period was discontinued with effect from 
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1st July, 1969 by letter dated 27th June, 1969, though the itWllPH.' F44T4 wFtrf444, (fr<77) 1947 At <7171 io-f;ARtfl4 

same was completed. 


42. From item 3 in Ex. 5/E, it appears to me that there 
was no obligation on the company to absorb Shri Vernekar 
as Charge Eland though there would be vacancy and ‘though 
his work would be found to be satisfactory. It was in the 
discretion of the company (as per Ex. 5/E) whether to 
absorg Sbri Vernekar as Charge Hand or not. As It was 
not obligatory on the company to absorb Shri Vernekar as 
Charge Hand on the basis of the appointment letter Ex. 
5/E, accepted by Shri Vernekar, Shri Vernekar cannot make 
any grievance about the company's exercise of the discretion 
in not absorbing him as Chargehand. It cannot be said 
that the company's action in discontinuing Shri Vernekar’s 
training period by letter dated 27th June, 1969, Ex. 9/E on 
completion of his training period and not absorbing him 
as Charge Hand is illegal and unjust. Hence Shri Vernekar 
is not entitled to any relief, Hence my finding on point Nos. 
(iii) and (iv) are as above. 

Point No. (v) 

43. In view of the above findings I pass the following 
order: — 


ORDER 

(i) It is hereby declared that the action of the manage- 
ment of Messrs Chowgulc and Company Private 
Limited, Mormtigao Harbour, in terminating the 
services of the workman Shri Anand S. Vernekar, 
trainee in electrical department Palletisation Plant, 
Pale Mines in their letter No. STAF/TL/53 dated 
the 27th June, 1969 and consequently not oilering 
him the post of Charge Hand in the grade of 
Rs. 300—15 — 390 — 20 — 510 after the completion 
of the training period was justifiable and that he 
is not entitled to any relief. 

(ii) Award is made accordingly. 

(iii) No order as to costs. 


N. K. VANI, Presiding Officer. 
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It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer the following 
dispute to the arbitration of Shri D. V. Ramachandran, Assi- 
stant Labour Commissioner (Central), Hyderabad. 


faqpf: 21 f^rrstr, 197 2 
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Specific matters in dispute : — 

“WHETHER S/SHRI HANUMANTHAPPA AND TAKA 
PPA EMPLOYED AS DRILLERS VOLUNTARILY RE- 
SIGNED, IF SO, WHETHER THEY ARE ENTITLED 
FOR ANY RELIEF INCLUSIVE OF RE-INSTATEMENT 
OR RE-EMPLOYMENT” 
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New Delhi, the 9th January, 1972 
ORDER 

S. 0.191 — Whereas an industrial dispute exists between 
the management of Messrs. Goggagurusanthaiah and Biolbcrs, 
Mine Owners, Sandur and their workmen represented by the 
Jambunatha Iron Ore & Red Oxide Mines Workers, Union, 

Papinayakanahalli. 

AND WHEREAS the said company and the Union have by 
a written agreement in pursuance of the provisions ot sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section I0A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947) agreed to refer the said dispute to arbitration of the 
persons mentioned therein and a copy or the said arbitration 
agreement has been forwarded to the Central Government; 

NOW THEREFORE, in pursuance of the provision of sub- 
section (3) of section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the said 
arbitration agreement which was received by it on the 28th 
December, 1972. 


(Agreement) 

AGREEMENT UNDER SECTION 10A OF THE 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES ACT, 1947 BETWEEN 


Representatives of Employers 


J, Shri G. Basaiah, 

Partner, 

M/s. Goggagurusanthaiah & 
Bros. Sandur. 


Representative of work- 
men 

Shri A. S. Malebcnnur, 
President, 

Jambunatha Iron Ore 
& Red Oxide Mines 
Workers Union, Papi- 
nayakanahalli. 


2. Shri G. Sarbhniah. 

Partner, 

M/s. Goggagurusanthaiah & 
Bros. Sandur. 


(ii) Details of the parties to the dispute including the name 
and address of the establishment or undertaking. 


1. Shri G. Basaiah, Shri A. S. Malebennur, 

Partner, President, 

M/s. Goggagurusanthaiah & Bros, Jambunatha Tron Ore 
Sandur, &. Red Oxide Mines 

Workers Union, Papi- 
nayakanahalli. 


2. Shri Cl. Sarbhaiah, 

Partner, 

M/s. Goggagurusanthaiah & Bros, 

Sandur. 

(iii) Name of the Union if any represented the workmen 
in question. 

Jambunatha Tron Ore & Red Oxide Mines workers, 
Union, Papinayakanahalli, Hospel Taluk, Bellary 
Disstt. Mysore State. 

(iv) Total number of workmen employed in the undertakings 
is 150. 

(v) Estimated number of workmen a Heeled are likely to be 
affected by the dipsute is 2. 

We further agree that the decision of the Arbitrator shall 
be binding on us. 

The Arbitrator shall make his Award within a period of 
three months or within such further time as is extended by mut- 
ual agreement between us in writing. In case the Award is not 
within the period aforementioned the reference to arbitration 
shall sland automatically cancelled and wc shall be free to nego- 
tiate for fresh arbitration. 

Dated, the 21st December, 1972. 
Signature of the parties 

Representatives of Employers Representative of the 

workmen 

1. Sdf-G, BASIAH 1. Sd /- A.S. MALEBE- 

NNUR 

Parlenr, President, 

M/s, Goggagurusanthaiah & Bros. Jambunatha Tron Ore 

& Red Oxide Mines 
Workers Union. 

2. Sd/- G. SARBHIAH 
Partner, 

M/s. Goggagurusanthaiah & Bros. 

Witnesses 

Sd/- sd/- 

1, Cl. NARAYANASWAMY 2. P. RAGHAVAN 

Assistant Labour Commissioner, UDC, Office of the 

(Central) Bellary. A.L.C.(C), Bcllary 

[No. L-29013/5/72-LR. IV] 
S.S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 
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New Delhi, the 9th January, 1973 

S.O. 192. — Tn exercise of the power sconferred by sub- 
section (21 of section 5D of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) and in 
partial modification of the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabili- 
tation (Department of Labour and Employment) Noi S.O. 
3011 dated the 29th August, 1968, the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri R. K. Rastofei as the Regional Provident 
Fund Commissioner for the whole of the States of Assam, 
Manipur, Tripura, Nagaland and Meghalaya and the Union 
Territories of Mizoram and Arunachal Pradesh to assist the 
Central Provident Fund Commissioner in the discharge of 
his duties. 

[No. 33(2)/68-PF.I(i)] 


FT fftrot, 10 TETftt, 1973 

44. 34. 193.— q-tf’dllft fftftT 3fhr 4^/4 ftftF 

srftlfcfW, 1952 (1952 44 19) 4ft FT7T 13 4ft TTtM 
(1) ^4ET PTvcT tdTV'cKI? 44 HV^r 4T?ft ^ 3Tf7 4T77 T TTTF47 

ft %et, 7+444 aftft t^pftrr hfivi'f (set 31+7 7+444 + 44 et) 
4ft wi 44. ^rr. noi2 trest 29 setttt, 1968 ft 

34+745 7TO4 4777+ ?77, 4+ft+F TIT447 474^44 ft t3TT7. 
ft. 7T#ft 4ft 4F7T 3T+y+ftET aft? TTlft 3f#T +4T+F7T 
TFftft ft HftxM T 4? +7Tq ftft+F TTT45E ft FT FTTft +4ft44- 
*ftr +45~ft TFT44 45 TT«Fir ft ^0 +4rft 7 ft 444ft, 44T477ET, 
Old FT ftvT (+4 FT +4F+F7T xi ^ dft ft TEA +>7.171 +4> ft 7F4T4 
ft TTREF ft TE^^f a ^ T7 ’', Ffui%T, +FF^T, FETElV 3T+7 rfFTcTF 

FNFt fft +44+44 3i+7 34-70444 te+tt ft tet tttf ftrt f5 

+7Tq +47+^745+447171 FTTfft ft 1 1 

[ft. 33(2)/68-T. fF. (1) (2)1 

New Delhi, 10th January, 1973 

S.O. 193. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), and in 
partial modification of the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Reha- 
bilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) No. 

S.O. 3012 dated the 29th August, 1968, the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby appoints Shri R. K. Rastogi, to be an Ins- 
pector for the whole of the States of Assam, Manipur, Tri- 
pura, Nagaland and Meghalaya and the Union Territories of 
Mizoram and Arunachal Pradesh for the purposes of the said 
Act and the Schemes framed thereunder, in relation to any 
establishment belonging to, or under the control of the Cen- 
tral Government, or in relation to any establishment connect- 
ed with a railway company, a major port, a mine or an oil- 
field or a controlled industry. 

[No. 33/2/68-PF-I(ii)[ 


fq?eft, 11 FF47ft, 1973 

FTT, 3TT. 194.— FftFTlft vftwr sftft 4(d,TF ftftPT 

fftrft- srftrfFFR-, 1052 (1952 4F 19) 4ft tim 13 4ft FrauT 

O) ^41TT JTFffr ^rfqrTFf 4F FfIf 457ft d'-^F 717447 

W^FTTTT Trftft! qr. Tift. ^FFMIFF’ sftv t?T. 4ftTFF 45'[ 347T 
SltftiftTiT 31T'7 537T45 irftftp f47fF7T pftftr 4^ RFfrEft 4? feTq 
ftp/lF 777447 ^ FT 737pft tdF •FFTtftF fftlft TFFFT ^ TTRFfT 
ftf FT T457ft TeT FiETFr, tTgTTTTF TIFT FT fteT ftr FT ?FFftw 
^Fftr ft TEFfry^r ?4Eft 7FEET 4? T^tEfT ft FT ftft 7FTET 4? 
TEF^F ft f iEEfft UF7 ft ■SrftEFt 7T?F ft 4IT74Tft FT fftTlET ft, 
TE^f rffiRT 'IT^ 7TET ft fftq ftT7fti*Efi ?4F,4;T ft I 

[7T73FT T12015(5)/71-ft. t^.-l] 

^rftftr ftrrft fft Triftr 

New Delhi, the 11th January, 1973 

S.O. 194. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Cen- 
tral Government hereby appoints Sarvashri M. C. Hirutha- 
yanalhan and N. Kesavan to be Inspectors for the whole of 
the Stale of Tamil Nadu for the purposes of the said Act 
and of any Scheme framed thereunder in relation to any es- 
tablishment belonging to, or under the contiol of the Central 
Government or in relation to any establishment connected 
with a railway company, a major port, a mine or an oilfield 
or a controlled industry and in relation to establishments hav- 
ing departments cr branchos in more than one State. 

[No. A-12015/ 5/71-PF. 1] 
DALJIT SINGH, Under Secy. 


Fft Tftwft, 11 FF47ft, 1973 

anftrr 

m. 3TT. 195— F7T: ftftftr TT7447 Tift 7E7 ft fa fTfft 
FFTFfT ^EY[E,ft ft 1 ffiFFft ft 4T7 1 ft 1 ftftft F^T- 

47-FeT FftiFflft" tES TEFtftft - qFftTft, 457447774 ft JEEFFT 

ft TEFFT ^-TFkFtf iftft TEfft Frft'Tjft ft ftNr tT4i ft'^FiftTF; 

fFFTi fftf-ETEr ft ; 

Sift F7T: ftvftfF 7TTF47 FFTf fftFT^ Fit -FlFf'Tuf'F'F ft 
fftiq tftqFFfTT 4T7“rr ftTiftftr TEr-fiftr ft ; 

ST7T:, 3TF, ^iftF^FFi fFF14 aftlrfftFE, 1947 (1947 44 
14) ftt t-fET 10 ftt FtE47T (1) ft TEE! (F) ^FITT 4^44 
TTTFrEn 44 RFft FTFst f73, ft'ftftr 717447 qTFYSFT FW 
fFFTF 4f[ FF7T 7;ft«fFFR" 4ft FTff 7Fi ft Ffftftr FfftTT ft -ftN' 
TT7TE <2Ti I H I d> 'SrftTFi FRT, FrsTi"7nT 4>t TFTFtftnfF 4 ft 

fvrq fFftftw 4)‘77ft ft 1 

TFT ftrrft T^FFftt'i dtftiil'Gr qrrg 447 dfft'Jl 5, 

SF'Flft v-| j 1 ftftl ftTT Tftg, 4TW74-20 ft TEF4FF' 4ft 
?ft FhtF 7TEIET 37^7 fti' ft. ft. ftFTFET, Ffqft^lft 4 ft 
4HE4: 21 TF, 1972 3rft 23 EJ^r, 1972 7t t Fd i dF 
4ft ft sfrrft qft qnftFTtft ^FTF^FTr ft 7 F^ 

Ftfr, ft FrftdTE t457T jrFTtft ft ^FTFr f 7 

[ft. Evr.-32012/5/72-ft. ft.] 

ft. ftFRltfETR, 3T47 1-1 P'5 4 
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New Delhi, 11th January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 195. — WHEREAS the Central Government is of opin- 
ion that an industrial dispute exists between the employers 
in relation to the management of Messrs Universal Clearing 
and Forwarding Agency, Calcutta, and their workmen in res- 
pect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

AND, WHEREAS, the Central Government considers it 
desirable to Tefcr the said dispute for adjudication; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted 
under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Messrs Uni- 
versal Clearing and Forwarding Agency, 5, Acharya 
Jagadish Bose Road, Calcutta-20, in refusing to em- 
ploy Shri Gorej Tamang and Shri K. B, Mocktan, 
Watchman with effect from 21st June, 1972 and 
23rd June, 1972 respectively is justified? If not, to 
what relief are the workmen entitled? 

[No. U-32012/5/72-P&DJ 
V. SANKARAL1NGAM, Under Secy. 


FTf 1 fV vVi, 11 dddVf, 1973 


wi. an, 196.— -sfiiw 79nr bdt fVfy TtfwfrurB, 

1947 (1947 W 32) ^ «UT 3 ^ tTtTOlTT (1) f4T7T 1FUM 
tfrr suVr Trrtf ^ atfi wet irm V 
W Thun? RMicur Vi it. ^t. sit. 3025, TrVter 9 

ftrsrwnf, i960 qrrV ^n, VVk 17 

*n«i/i, 1973 V 4V W T7 V wr V 

fwr f^mr V, fVn 97 yw dwirr V fVrVV 3-7^ 
"fiittrarr ®h? V V4 m? m-fr tp-Nri arfr 97 3^- 

5+5TTT | 

[it. 1/8/70-^-111 


New Delhi, the 11th January, 1973 

S.O. 196. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 3 of the Coal Mines Labour Welfare 
Fund Act, 1947 (32 of 1947), and in supersession of the 
notification of the Government of India in the late Minis- 
try of Labour and Employment No. S.O. 3025 dated the 
9th December, 1960, the Central Government hereby fixes, 
with effect from the 17th January, 1973, seventy five pniso 
per tonne as the rate at which the duty of excise referred-, 
to in the said sub-section shall be leviable on all coal and 
coke despatched from collieries. 

fNo. 1/8/70-MIIJ 


Blf fVcefi 1 , 12 3R^rVi, 197.3 

^1T, -efT. 197. — =b fet vlT 7TFT BUT tfcvdful fViV Oft 41 fVq R , 
1947 (1947 *BT 32) Vi UT7T 5 Vi 7TWF7T (5) V a rffiUil 
V VVfa TTT^fR fm77 VdefT 77ET STE" 3ff4TTT 3^7 ffffJTTUT 

^ fW Vi 1972-73 V hr* frraTcnf Vot V 

jjrf’vrfn 37/7 amr V fVFrfVfW irrT^ur, 


1971-72 V efaT- fqqr ir sriV srr V qiiM 1 w faftr 
$ fmnrttr ancq i ui ef^T fi stWutt Vi fWV 

V eft wifW sprefr f, 3r*rfq; 

WHT — 1 

1972-73 4 TfnTj m Vd i nit stf? «bt umiiH 

RTVTDT ^OT 

wnr 

2,35,97,000 73. 2,95,71,000 75. 

WRT — 2 

1971-72 aV 4 two myr — twvrtir 

fUtllDM yr^JIUT uiw 

snPTitrf 

1. 1WSW 1971 Tf 8IWT ¥o( — ) 17,93,396* 

2. 507 41 skFT 7091774 

TP7FT W 7 j srpT 2,91,80,370 ¥0 

3. V tjJtm SfTfrTPJt VO 2, 5 4, 9 1, 8 6 9 

4. 31 JJFT1972 VryfNfa ( — ) 64,8 1,8 97 

2,06,98,373 Vo ,26,98,473 Vo 

*TV7W 1 srfef, 1972 V 3fWt 4 59,30,700 75. Vf TS 
7TfV TuiVer r# f V anruf tW V V 
1970-71 ^ yrr EITST 'P 1 *EfV V fen? RTOTTW 

tjnyqFi eW ?fri tc°r V tft V Vi tnf «fr i 

*Tf| JT3p/i aoft TUB 9T7T, fV?R, 7fMi 

fTT7T eV^T 7 R#- Vi V I 

EHT — 3 

i. fVrwNTt tn^fvwV 

f^>) ffVr WW 3f7qm7T, 3 1HHH7lief 

2V7 V, V 3V7 qrhrai V 

T^irV' T7 3rpq dTW »T7TT7 *BTtT «S77i 7? 1 I 

arTTEmVr, ariV trV=^ V Wi«r aW Vi 

TTT^TT 8TW: 300, 350 Ojf? 50 V I 

^ (O') 3fK«T7nr :■ — afftfeTT Vt V ETlWfV^ ftiTrn! 
W^JTTFT, SfTwr tfi+eroff Vr V E775 W-fW 
afir ^ ftf'M-r V 29 an^Vf^B ^riVyRur tinV 

^FTri tV 1 fVhr V 3iT7{ 3fNnn?rtrt V rVtt V fVi? 
3Vf^?r Vi fViW V fVy griVnr 

aVr V qVfV? or FtnfW 3n ^ Vfrv T7TV7 afuf 

^ryfi 7Vi 1 

(IT) Ttrsp? 3tf? TTpTf-'BWT mHa ipfVfi 

UlVykFB STETTneT ft TTCT^tf qf( 3T7-*B KIIOI-V^ afiTRT ^777711 
7 ^t i tttV eftWw rW *- r [ 3fiVr?rr V tj^V 

Tyifw 8 V ^ Vf WvqV; TTTf^r <7 % «h V THT V, ^BfefrTTlTFvr 
VVefT TMt-vy-y? V RTTTTTytT V, ^Tfi ?V I |TfV 

^rfWw aTTTmriff , frfVrr -sift g'yif’iaiJi sry, Tnr-^r- 

Vr ^^ttt 58 ryiV 3fir fVr^- 4 , ^ mr V^, fsmV zr^rzjvr 

V f ei u stiMvrr Vy, foTdV arYT^rw V fan? 

^VreiT 7jFr-sr*r-t(j vuiur tuiin tffnrc VVtt 

;F?T, tV I Vr ^riw ?Vr V 4) idefT 75FT ^VVnf V 
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wiwft ft fcrq arRWTR ftft ft wm ®Rift tot; 

RTR qTTRT TfT I 

Co ftVurRR-ftqTart ft 1 ^iT7 ft tRq twfttR sitot 

qrftrRl 7TW nq^'hi qft orM-MMi 73W ft qi ftftul aft7 a qft 

aftWt ft Twft 4 tftq qrfcrRT uwt t? aftWRR-ftqTarf $ 

RT7 ift R/JT7 4 Rgm ftft ftt iffe ft, R'VIM 

RfW eftft ftt RfftR 5T7TT7 RRftt 7?ft 7TRT 14,00,000 7RTft 

ftt r^nr qft 4 ftww tftft Rift 4 fcnj fta^7 ftt r^ i ?wft 
amm fkw aw n*r-vq>T qft aw ft fwr 
T-ifa ' R? ft wft ft tfrq Rft aftquTRR RRTft arft iffni-f 
orfV%rrw^r-^^rr 4 icw ft tftq jftwTfw ftft ftt ^ftw aw- 
srR-qrwror ipwr, fftorfar ftt n i - ki ?<=) *+> «i j m 4 *nnR7, 
Ih^it «tT3r 4 mint ft ft»wr ft rr arfErwecrf 4 

vpw ft 7pm, 1 fftRft S'T’FSR 4JT 4iR ftt ft, 4ft qiw'i'qqi 

rirr 4 ump R #r 4 ft ft 1 fmfttR rswrt, # 

it afttW, Rltftft RfPWT 3R#W ft 16 R/ft ft flqftt ft 1 , ftt 
qq; wftrr rrwt 7fi i qft ft ftVw 4,8i,ooo wrft ftt 

< qi +4 ftft ft |V] I J _ 37RR 111 ftt J 1 ft ftt I 

(*) $r*r-7tftt wrr*r : — rr ft ftHftR irhraT aw qftqmt 

arft wft anfwt ft Rmm ft fcrq rrsr ft RRftftt 

3TRTOTR ft 262 ftWaft 4TT IPT^-T fwt TO ft 1 1 fnft 

afttriftw <* Nwi aw qntftift arft wft 3rrfv?ft ft stri? 
ft fftq tftftrw RR-ftftt ftftfttftWf ft 6i ftaif 
anft^rr iftt i Tf-RR-7tftt WRT7 ^ * rTT,R 
iftt gift ft RR-ftftt tr Wftr ft arwftft grow 4 ttt rft ft 
gwt fftftf Rwrt 4R rrw ftt qwfanr ft appm fftwr 
writ rgr i fR arrfcr ft qi’iw ?w pftftr m 7 , 93,000 iwft 
ftt aw arft ftt ng 1 1 frftrw ft? •q.cJ ?w 4 -mf u q>twt 
qrt qft ft 4 "fVw 1 , 75,100 arft ftt iqw si ftWaft ft 
anr^oT ft fftq ftt Rg 1 1 

Or) qtrqR ftrftmr ftqnf :— qftroT aw ®w anw 
aifi tmiR «r qrww Mftr aRrowt ft, urt ^jtt wrtsw ft 
fqtH H qftwt ^Nrt ft atft Rf 1 qftttftfft ft, ifiTR tftftw 
ft qft ft RWf ft 

4TW7 ■eraw ifT 1 qftrw aw wrf*RrV‘ qft itoR froftw ft 
tftq, rwp ar^gw ftt wftr writ ftt 1 5 iftiw 

qflRR tRiftw-WfiTi R4T 3 WT-ftftR faftaWWia; qnR7 

qrw Jpft ft I fRft aifftftw ftftr, atTRRrftr aft ^io- 
qRT aw, ftft f4RT awft-aRFt qftwfT ^Hft ft Wftw 
RFft ft RRiq RT ft 58 aft fft^'qwRTW ftftt, ft ft 
qftm fftftw ft ftift gwrw »ft i 

OJ) aft 3nRRRTR ft ftftft 3WWRft 

ftrw qft ftftw fftftwr qft rtw? qft qwr 

TfT i fftrirfT ft q/rftr ft^ 4R fftrift wft V 1 ft ^ 

3 nft ft wftft ft w ftt ft 1 i ftw trtr ftwr ftr ft 
tTr^wftt ft T^fta ft ww rrrjs ft twrft 4 it tftw 
ft fftw rw RT aft awt ft qnftftrf^ ft Rft ft I 

(7T) aRR vftqwiR: — ftRRT 0W RR-*bWflW RR7W 

ft ftfqwrr aft awr-unnw aiwr ft ?w ft arw Rwyif 
ft — — ftftrr, ftr, Rwftw ftRt 4 wur ft tftr 
iftwift ftw, ^WTT4 6W aiRRRftr ft ftftR aiWRWt ft 

7W 4TO RRWT, aft Wfft ftft ^T R,TR ftfl RVT 

aft oi i gw?<w w Tftftwr 4wf i 


2 . aft TR ft a R ft ll^Tq tirft 


(q:) fR ft wftfteTFft ft Wlft Tift 4v0 

i^ftw aftfrft tftwftftw ft;— 

I ft*TTT 60 

ii fts fsrwT *N so 

ill ftfRr->Pww fts fli 


iv qlffti ftr fiqfrr 

v ftrm «w » ftqrrrt ft 

qftt ft Frq Hiwftftt 

vi Tftt ft fft fttmgrw 

vii sfwiw iff 


150 

547 *ra ft ft ft ft 

TOrftmff qrr ftHrw 

z ft arfftwr tftftftft 
ftwr ft Hfftwrfftft ftr 

2 500RraTW 22 qrftftf 
OTnftlft ftl 2 5 

ft ft I 


(BT) ok arfl' IfftlT. — ftRRT 0W 4 RRfwV 4 RRtftTR 4l 
few Rfft^ iRf aif? ^dRrart qR arrafsw Wrr anw ^ i ft 1 

4 grw fsrfftw art? qt^arF 4 afwtwr 1 , 86,200 
RTft ftt R8R R5£? R^t Rf 1 *ft I 

(IT) 3Tft qRftfflTT:— JR RWRT ft ^ R^ 3TW tfWff 

Wi^mir f^—O) Wftw !ftRRT ft fW-irwwf ^ 
RfW43 ap^w, ( 2 ) ftReTT Brtftft ^ ftw ft <ftl aftV F+o I aft 
ftt WTWT, (3) foftw f^QWT, (4) e^TR T^R arfi !Rft' q/t 

tft^r ft rrF ftt Rjfft, ( 5 ) qtnTT ©w ft qftftft ftt, ait 
sw ft i^foir ft r? Rq f-, Rfwqft 3ftf w^r wrft <nft Twf 

ftt RfRWT ft tftq Wk RfTORT I 


3. arfr rttr 

qft ft ftftw RR RTW ftt RfiW Tl 18,03,500 RTft ftt W 
aft 1 ftt R^ 1 RR R4W RfftR ftt Rf ft qft ft ftVw RRtft 
4R ftfa^w '{RtVfttqw iftwifttiw 4 1 ; — 

rw RftR qtwr ftr ft, ?rrWt fttRRr ftr ft =rftt ^ftt 

RT tftft #=TRT ?3W RRT tTRTR 1 ^ 4y7S #TRT ??W ft RR 

R^TR RfttR qft ft ftrw Tft ftt Rft I fRRWT 4tRRT ftR ft 
ipqfttf, Twr rw^R, Rftftn aft? anrr #rrt ?wft ft rrt 

RTR RftR ftRRT ftr ft fttRRTT, aTRTTft, fttft'RR^, ft 

aft? RlfR RRW ftR I, qWRT sgwt ft RR R41R ifttR WR 

qwft ?ft 1 

^<rt wr Jmwr;— 50 srfftw RffiWt ftt ifttR ft artftR 
20 gyr Rq ftRRit RR ttr tftft Rft ftt q>jR 

RS4T 270 ftftt I Rfltftftt ft WT ft 20,000 Twft ftt 7TR W 

ft ftVw tfttftw qftRRi ftft 1 ft wyt t?M ft fftq 73ft ftt 
Rft I 


4. Rfrftwr aTTTftwR 

ftRRT 73W qftwft ft wfttftR RfRltRIT W^T7T 3lf7 4W 

wart ftt qi^r rw 569 ft 7 ft i 12 ftR w ftftk ifwf77Tr 
vrcrerr ft ft art rrot gqrrr RRift rt 7 ft ft 1 

[R. fte,'16016/3/72-qR-2J 
ft. 3fT7". ftWT, 3WT ftftf I 
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New Delhi, the 12th January, 1973 

S.O. 197. — In pursuance of sub-section (5) of section 5 
of the Coal Mines Labour Welfare Fund Act 1947 (32 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the folio-w- 
iny estimates of receipts into and expenditure from the Gene- 
ral Welfare Account of the Coal Mines Labour Welfare 
Housing and General Welfare Fund for the year 1972-73 to- 
gether with a statement of Account for the year 1971-72 
and a report on the activities financed during that year from 
th: General Welfare Account of the said Fund, namely: — 

PART-1 

Estimates of receipts and expenditure during 1972-73 
General Welfare Account 

Receipt Expenditure 

Rs. 2,35,97,000/- Rs. 2,95,71,000/- 

PART-1I 

Statement of Account for the year 1971-72 
General Welfare Account 


bagh Mines Boards of Health for which the Coal Mines 
Labour Welfare Organisation continued to pay grant-in-aid 
towards their maintenance. For the benefit of the colliery 
workers in the Chanda Coalfield, the block attached to the 
Government Hospital, Chanda, continued to function, 

(d) Financial assistance for improving dispensary services : — 
With a view to encouraging the colliery managements for 
improving the standard of dispensary services at the collieries 
for the benefit of the colliery workers and their dependents, 
the scheme for the payment of grant-in-aid was continued 
and a sum of Rs. 14,00,000 was sanctioned for payment dur- 
ing the year, Further, in order to give incentive to colliery 
managements to provide new dispensaries or to improve the 
existing dispensary services for the benefit of the workers em- 
ployed by them, the Coal Mines Labour Welfare Organisa- 
tion operated a scheme of financial assistance in the form of 
payment of interest free loans equivalent to actual cost of 
construction or improvement of existing building for the dis- 
pensaries including purchase of equipment subject to the 
muximum of 16 times of the annual grant-in-aid. A sum 
of Rs. 4,81,000 was earmarked for payment during the year. 


Receipt Expenditure 

1. Opening balance on 1st 

April, 1971. Rs, (— )*27, 93,396 

2. Expenditure on Gen- 
eral Welfare Account 


during the year. 

3. Receipt during 
year 

4, Closing balance 
31st March 1972. 


the 

Rs. 2,54,91,869 
on 


Rs. 2,91,80,370 


Rs. (— )64,81,897 


Rs. 2,26,98,473 Rs. 2,26,98,473 


“Note : — The opening balance as on 1st April 1971 does not 
include an amount of Rs. 59,30,700/ — sanctioned 
from the Housing Account as Loan to the General 
Welfare Account to wipe out the deficit for the year 
1970-71. The sanction has not so far been accepted 
by the Accountant General Bihar, Ranchi. 

' PART -III 

1. MEDICAL FACILITIES 

(a) Hospitals : — The three Central Hospitals one each at 
Dhanbad, Asansol and Manendragarh and twelve Regional 
Hospitals situated in different Coalfields continued to func- 
tion. The bed-strength of the Central Hospitals at Dhanbad, 
Asansol and Manendragarh is 300,350 and 50 respectively. 

(b) Dispensaries : — One allopathic Static Dispensary in 
Mugma Coalfield, one Mobile Medical Unit in Assam Coal- 
field and 29 Ayurvedic Dispensaries in various coalfields con- 
tinued to function. For the manufacture of the genuine medi- 
cines required for the use at the Ayurvedic dispensaries of 
the Fund, the Ayurvedic Pharmacy set up at Patherdih in the 
Iharia Coalfield, continued to render service. 

(c) Maternity, Family and Child Welfare Centres : — A 
Family Welfare Centre attached to each of the Regional 
Hospitals continued to function. Besides 8 centres already 
established in the various coalfields were also functioning as 
independent units, each under the charge of a qualified Lady 
Health Visitor. In addition 58 Maternity and Child Welfare 
Centres were being run by the Asansol, Jharia and Hazari- 


(e) Atui T. B. Measures :— For the treatment of colliery 
workers and their dependents suffering from T.B., provision 
of 262 beds in the T.B. Hospitals of the Organisation has been 
made. Besides 61 beds remained reserved in the various T.B. 
Sanatoria for the treatment of colliery workers and their de- 
pendents. The scheme of domiciliary T.B. treatment conti- 
nued to function and payment of subsistence allowance to the 
T. B. patients who were undergoing treatment under this 
scheme also continued to be made according to schedule. A 
sum of Rs. 7,93,000 was incurred on this scheme during the 
period. For the reservation of 61 beds, a sum of Rs. 1,73,100 
was paid during the year to the various sanatorium authori- 
ties. 

(f) Family Planning Services : — Free advice on family 
planning continued to be given and contraceptive supplied free 
of cost at the Coal Mines Labour Welfare Fund’s Hospitals 
and at the clinics opened for the purpose in various coal- 
fields. The scheme for the payment of grant-in-aid to the 
colliery owner for the family planning work continued to be 
in force. The 5 Static Family Planning Units and the 3 
Mobile Family Planning Units remained in operation. In 
addition, the Maternity and Child Welfare Centres number- 
ing 58 run by the Jharia, Asansol and Hazaribagh Mines 
Boards of Health in different part of respective coalfields also 
provided family planning services. 

(g) Rehabilitation : — A Rehabllitation-ctt/w-Physiothcrapy 

Centre attached to each of the Central Hospitals at Dhanbad 
and Asansol continued to function. The work of construc- 
tion of the Rehabilitation Centre at Chhindwara was complet- 
ed and further action was in hand. Electric connection to 
the Rehabilitation-cimi-Convalacent Home at Sidhabari in 
West Bengal Coal field was given and further action remain- 
ed in progress. ’ 

(h) Other activities : — Other important activities of the 
Coal Mines Welfare Organisation on the medical and pub- 
lic health side were provision of facilities for the treatment 
of Cancer, Leprosy and Mental Cases, running of blood 
bank at the Central Hospital, Dhanbad and Asansol, free 
supply of spectacles and dentures and Malaria and Filaria 
control operations etc., etc. 
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2, Educational and Recreational Facilities 

(a) Some relevant statistics on the important activities 
on this account are given below: — 


films, (4) grant of tuition fees and children education allow- 
ances, (5) provision for financial assistance to the wives and 
school going children of colliery workers who die of accident 
in mines. 


(i) Multipurpose Institutes ... 60 

(ii) Adult Education Centres ... 60 

(iii) Women Welfare Centres ... 61 

(iv) Feeder Adult Education ... 150 
Centres 

(v) Scholarship to the child ... 547 (500 general, 22 

ren of colliery worker* technical scholar- 

(vi) Boarding Houses for . . . ships and 25 sti- 

children pends for Industrial 

(vii) Holiday Homes ... 2 Institute trainees 

are awarded every 
year in addition to 
renewal of scholar- 
ships awarded dur- 
ing the previous 
year). 

(b) Games and Sports :— Games and sports arc held every 
year to provide recreation to colliery workers. During the 
year, for organising various games and sports a sum of Rs. 
1,86,200/- was sanctioned. 

(c) Other activities:— Other important facilities provided 
in this connection comprises (1) grant-in-aid to the educa- 
tional institutions in the different coalfields, (2) provision for 
games and sports amongst coal miners, (3) exhibition of 


3 WATER SUPPLY 

During the year a sum of Rs. 18,03,500 has been spent on 
water supply schemes. A brief review of the progress made 
in respect of water supply scheme during the year is furnish- 
ed below: — 

The water supply schemes at New Selected Dhori Col- 
lieries in Hazaribagh Coalfield and Bisrampur Ivunda 
Colliery in M.P. Coalfield were completed during 
the year. The water supply schemes at Sudamdih, 
Khas Karanpura, Surabera and Ara Collieries in 
Hazaribagh Coalfield and Silwara, Amlai, Birshing- 
pur, Chirimiri and Burhar No. 1 collieries in Ma- 
dhya Pradesh Coalfield were under execution. 

Sinking of Wells:— 20 wells, under the scheme of 50 per 
cent subsidy, were sunk bringing the total number of wells 
so far completed to 279. A sum of Rs. 20,000/- was spent 
on digging of wells in different coalfields during the year. 

4. COOPERATIVE MOVEMENT 

The total number of primary Co-operative stores and Cre- 
dit Societies of colliery workers remained at 569, There were 
also 12 wholesale or Central Cooperative Stores sponsored 
by the Organisation. 

[No. Z-16016/3/72-M. II] 
P. R. NAYAR, Under Sccy. 
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